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liSiTIlODUCTlON. 

THEBiEr-EEEViaioNABSocnTioN appoLntBd the undersigned to prnparo and 
publish m the Louisville Journal and tlie Morains- Courier a series of artielee on 
the neoesBitj; of a Eoviaion of llie Holy Oraoiee, and on the means and faoilitiea 
of the American Bible Union for aocompliflhtug this needed Reviaon. Upon the 
announeemeut that an arrangement of this kind had been effected with the papers 
we liaye nMned, ana befora we bad made any pnblioation, the druminera of that 
seotananieni, whioh is at oncetho bane and disgrace of Chrietenilom, took imme- 
diatestepa ew a contention. Five clergymen were found ready to form a temporun' 
nnion for the purpose of doing all in llieir power to sbnt oat Ihim King James's 
version, eVen- my of light tbiffi biblionl science has abed upon Ibe text (S inspira- 
tloD, and to hunt down with worldly tneans all who are engaged in a pious, holy, 

SIthteouB desire (o give Ihe English reader as exact a transfer of the ffleas of the 
bly Spmt as hHman labor, genins, leaming, and skill can mske from the Orifiioal 
tests. A "religious" paper, devoted to party puipnses, i««iios and aims, thus 
;™^eted, on tlie 171b of April, 1856, the official buth of the champions of this 

volunteers, but at one of tlic 
minations ever held in the oily 
Bsure Uieir brethren that Ibia 
terest, and that it bad rio clum 

The capitals are our own. The reader will perceive that tbis historic racord of 
Ihe entree of the five olergymen upon their hunt after the Bible Union, auBonnoes 
that file Conveiition that appointod them was the Kingdom of the Clerey, not 
representahves of the people. Jesus Christ never appointed a olerioal hierarchy 
for ttie management of his affwis — he announced that the membeiB of his Body 
are brethren , they stand upon common ground, and are to call no man on earth ■ 
flieir leader. The commission sa recorded bv Matthew, was mven to five hundred 
breUiren on a mountain in Galilee, thus ordmnuig thai nil things pertaining to the 
conversion of the world, belongs to the individual members of the body and not 
to nrivdoeed orders. It is sectarianism that maintoins the Kingdom of (ho Cloray, 
not tto Kingdom of Cfirist; and that same seutmianiam, by its cleried ordSi, 
sent those five clergymen into file newspapera to deride and revile ttio rishteous 
ifforla ot file American Bible Union to ascertabi what Glod has said to minkind, 
and after asflertaiiiing it, to say it in intelbgible Buglish. The very forms of the 
record we have quoted:—" mimsleri ofvariout desominationa," show fbat it was 
not Cbrisljamty that was convened to oppose (he Eevision of the Holy Oraeies, 
for Chrislianity knows nothing of " various denominations ;" it is a nnit it wok 
so conafituted divinely, and Heaven bas never acknowledged any other charae- 
fm^mtii. nf ,t if IB sectarianism that is mode ap of "various dcnominaUons " not 

le partiaau paper, in answer to a proposition of the 

r;-', ides of (he lievision Discussion should appear in 

Doth fB.peia,Ba,id: "ae -mtll noC puilisk both sides of (lie Eecuian. gvesltau:' "Be- 
cause U viould be tinreaaoitaile and unfair to our readers to da so,'' 

And op the same day, the same paper saluted the assembling of the Eevision 
Association in Louisville in the foUowmg courteous and gentlemanly terma ; 

im c. "A QOKRY FOa THE JOUBNAL AKD COURIEH. 

Mr. KDiTon: — How that the five olei^ymBu have clearly shown the intensely 
eectmian character of ibe Revision movement, will the conductors of the Journal 
and Conner permit Dr. Bell, in their name, to puff the doings of the Convention 
which meets this week in the city, to promote that object J I, as a subscriber to 
both their p^ers, proloat in advance against any such prosHtution of tbe seoalar 
press, to the fostering of the moat mtensely sectarion movement of Ibe age. 

To this admirable apeoimen of bigoted sectarianism, tbe editor of the Journal 
lima responded, on the 11th of April; 

"Insolekce. — We have been under the necoasity sovernl dmaa of lebuking 
the Itev. Mr. HiU, of the Presbylenaii Herald, for his iii.mannered refereaoee ti> 
Ihe management of the Louisville Journal. He eeema to have learned something 
(roin those lessons and now undei'takes this interference through the medinm of 
anonymous correspondents. As we never meddle with the Presbyterian Herald, 
wo pan iice no reason why the editor of that paper should undertake to instruct us 
«ii what IS Clearly our«wn burinesB. In tlie,present iHalaacc,the Hei-nld's oorres. 
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i injiiOiii.-*;tiOn, 

Ihiiideut begs pciiiileiiion to muzzle tlie Looisvillo Journal in refbreuce to tba 
Jiiblo It«yiaion AaBorintiou, now in session iu this city. The courao of Che Joni' 
uiit haa always boeu to give every groat public eiiterpriBe, (.tonductBd properly, 
uud under tlie management of good iind true men, eourteoua and respecfful treat' 
~' — ■■ ~6 know of nothing in tho charactor of the Eevieion Abbooi-" — — 



In the charaotCT of the groat nimiher of learned, i-eputuble, and ploua men engaged 
in furthering its objeota, that should esclndo it from tho rcsp^t and courtesy of 
this pap^. The correspondent of tlie Herald may roet assured, that we shall 
manifeet that roapcet and courtesy in any way we may think proper." 

And the editor of the Courier eipi'ssaed the most thorough contempt for this 
Impudent intgrterence tritli hia buaiuoaa. 

Tbe individual thua named in faji- Play's modest and decent dictation, felt 
liiuieolC called upon to return his thanks fortlio honor conferred upon him, in t)te 
foilowii^ card, published in the Jonrna): 

" I tbnjfc lliat as a matter of eimplo justice, I owe tho Bxpresaion of my thanks 
' ~ the Bev. Mr. HUl and hia correBpondont " Fair Play for their modest request. 



that I idono should not bo permitted to nodoe the prooeedii^ of the Revision 
Association. They flatter mo exceedingly in oonTeying the idea that no ono but 
mvBolf would be likely to Bive any offloient aid to the canse, as efBcient help 
le the only kind to whioh they would be likely to object. Wliile I diaolaun 



ull right to Uio honor, I may thank the two gentlen 

complimantthey have IhruBt upon mo. i..3. ^.m-i.. 

Wc have recorded tho facts of tho troatmaot received by ttio friends of Revision, 
na specimens of a moat nnholv condition of things still in existence, amidst tho 
blaze of the light of nearly ninetisan centuriea of Cbiistianity These spoeimena 
of clerical interierence ■with the desire of holy and tmomen, to give the inaasesof 
' the people tho pure Word of God, in tho clearest and most accurate translations, 
uro precisely such as have attended oreir effort of holy and true men of all ages, 
10 moke the iuapinid text clear and inteAi^ble to tho people, aa may be seen in 
our XI. letter. 

In this volume we present the entire Diacuasion of the Bevision cause between 
two "Javmen," as eactarianiEmdanominates members of tho body of Jesus Christ, 
on behalf of the Bevlsion Araooiation, aad Ave ciergymen selected and specially 
appointed as ohampious, by a oonvooaUon of Ministers, represented aa the lar- 
fjoat assemblage of^tliat kmd ever oonvonod in Lonisville. Wc cheorfuily com- 
mit the disouBsion lo the judgment of tho people. " In tbeu' opinions they aro 
soldom wrong, in tiimr sentiments they aro never mistaken. ' The Savioar ap- 
pealed from the jndgmont of the doctors of divinity, thoaeribea and other mem- 
bers of tlie liiorarchy, lo tho pooplo and wo have followed his example. 

Uendor, wo pruj you diligently to consider these questions; Is King James's 
v^^ion the Word of Ood in all its fullness I Every scholar on earth, who has 
paid nn^ attention to tho suluect, says No. 

And wnco all scholarahip, all biblical aclenco says the English longnago has no, 
version that is faithful, in all roapecta io the inspired text, arc you not imperatively 
hound, as one wiio la to give an account of all yonr acta and words, to look into 
this matter, and detciTBinB for yotirsei^ tliat lot others do ns they may, you will 
do all in your power to secure for oartli's teeming millions as faithfnl translations 
of fkid'e Word, as can be made 1 The peace of yonr soul, reader, rests upon 
your response to these (juoations — rests upon your fldolity to God's own Word. 
Vor he that quioHy permits false versions of the text of inspiralion to pass into the 
unlearned mind ot^ the moaaea of the people, as true representatives of Ood's wco'da, 
or aids and cnconrages such perversions, apocryphal statements, interpolations 
into or omiasiona from tho tmo text, as ore universally acknowledged to diaflgnro 
the Contmon Versioo, will not be bold guiltless. The path of invaatigation is 
palpable, the way is clear, and neither negligence nor misdireoted action can be 
oeoeptable to God. The voice of inspiration rings m iho ears of every redeomect 
50ul, it lingers amidat oven tho echoes of every awakened conscience, and will 
sound as the teampei of an archangel at tho bar of final Jndgment : " to him that 
kuoweth how to do right, and who docth it not, it is siu." Even in the ntmosl 
df^;eneraoy of the Jaws into the very depths of aoctacianism, no Jew ever inanltod 
Jehovah by saying, as an excuse for bod conduct, that he did not understand what 
-Ichovah wished him to to do. Christian reader, take care how you try such oii 
iwjxrriinciit upon your Maker and Redeemer. James EoMUHns- 

T S. Kell. 
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DISCDSSION. 

N IJ M B K K. I . 

THE REVISION OP THE HOLY SCRIPTURES. 

The Bible Ecvision Association liave appointed the under- 
signed to prepare and submit to the public such information, 
as to the objects, efforfs, plans, and faeilities for success in the 
puiposes of the Bible Union in making a revision of the Holy 
Seriptui-es, as shall conduce to a proper understanding of that 
important enterprise. We enter upon the peiformance of the 
duty with a full recognition of the responsibility entrusted to 
our care. The enterprise is one of the noblest elements in the 
progress of the r^-e, and is commanding attention and approba^ 
tion wherever the English language is spoken. And of the 
multitudes of great and good minds engaged in heai-ty eo-opc- 
ration in tlie work of a thorough revision of the Bihie, we do 
not know of one that does not recognize this cause as a leading 
vitality in Christianity. How, indeed, can it be otiienvise? 
The two m(Kt momentous questions that can engage the human 
mind are, first, lias God spoken to mankind ? If he lus, whai. 
iias he said ? No one will controvert the fact that the second 
question is quite as momentous as t!io first. Even tlie mere 
temporal blessings of the Jews were so entirely dependent upon 
obedience, not to inferences, whims, fancies, or feeling, but to 
words of the law, that Moses commanded an extensive publicit- 
tion of them upon gi-eat stones covei-ed with plaster, and he. 
expressly enjoined: "Tou shall write upon the stones all liie 
woi-ds of this law very plainly." If that was essential under 
ilie. Mosaic institution, con it be Ics-s so under the Christian dJ. - 
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l^onsation? Can any Cliristian, iiiind utter a negative to fliia 
(jiiestion ? 

it is not a matter of any contro r j that liat called tlic 
aiitlioi-ized va-sion of the Script es tail to Bwer tlie condi' 
tions -we have named. Thei-e not one sect in Christendom 
tliat even pretends to think it all re p ct a ta r exposition 
of the mind of the Holy Spirit as that n 1 was expi-esaed in 
the original language. There not i 1 S3 1 scholar any- 
where, there has not teen one n any ige e K ng James 
prescrihed orders, not only for a ti nslat on tut a to how it 
aliould be made, who has not 1 o e ed min fol 1 faults in 
tlie version thus made to roj,il o de \ ast multitude of 
translations have been made t 1 ol -s en nent alike for 
learning and piety, of almost every sect e o^n zed as orthodox. 
Tliese htve been great helps m tl I a 1 of 1 1 1 il readers 
toward letiunng the authorize 1 vers on for tie s me reason 
that the ma-ji ot prrsons who aie 1 le t rea 1 t reek do not 
feel the nece'-ait^ tor a better e a o n n 1 as tl ose, who, 

mtliout the ibility to i-ead C eek ki w th t fl e authorized 
vei-sion is not a faithful translat on m 'til espects of the ideas 
which the Holy Spirit espressel Creel The more thor- 
oughly the investigation is made tl e mo e tho ough will he 
tlie conviction that in these matte t! e B ble U lias means 
for success, which wei-e utteilj acce hie to the men em- 
ployed by King James. Not to ent to 1 ta Is at this time, 
it may be sufficient to say that vhe ICn g J mes s t -anslaiion 
was made, not one of the Greek -jnuscnpt now eceived as 
authorities for the purity of the te t w I nown to he in exist- 
ence. The first discovered one of tl ese fom n anusciipts did 
not come to light until seventeen ; e* rs fter the pul lication of 
King James's version, and th t ve s on w tl all tg acbiowl- 
edged imperfections, has been jealo ly locked up against any 
ray of light from the floods thus e st upon tl e o e of inspira- 
tion. There can be no good re so why such a state of things 
shall any longer be tolerated. The e of n [ o! gy of any 
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IJIANSLATION OF THE SCRIPTURES. 7 

kind for the refusal of any Chiistian to aid in removing the 
acknowledged rubbish that has grown over the revealed will of 
Heaven to man. 

In the year 1850, in the month of June, a number of pious, 
devout, and God-fearmg scholars determined that, while others 
might do as they desired in view of this state of things, as for 
themselves, they wotild no longer aid in perpetuating the exist- 
ence of errors against which their learning and consciences alike 
rebelled. They felt that it was absolutely necessary that a 
vigorous eifort should be made for a correct version of the Holy 
Scriptm-es, and they resolved upon starting the work. To this 
resolve the American Bible Union owes its origin. The times 
seemed eminently propitious for success. At no period since 
the Apostolic age has ^ero been a finer scholarship in the Greek 
and Hcbi-ew languages than at tins time. And for many cen- 
turies tliere has not been such a pure original text as the present, 
age possesses. These two traths constituted an excellent basis 
for the superstracture nndertalten by the Bible Union— an Eng- 
lish text which should be a faithfid reilection of the original 
text. That sucJi an object may be attained few persons will 
deny; that it is desirable all will admit. Timid peraons were 
frightened with the idea that the result might be a sectarian 
Bible, and many such characta-s rushed into opposition without 
pausing to inquire whether an evil of that character could not 
be suceossftdly guarded. They readily admitted that there are 
errors of a grievous nature in the autliorized version, which pro- 
mote and feed divisions among Cluistians, but they seemed ii> 
tliink the evil irremediable. 

The Bible Union has successftdly grappled with this evil. 
There is not one element of sectarianism in its constitution, its 
aims, its efforts, or its work. It has called to the work of re- 
vving the Holy Sci-iptures forty of the best Hebrew and Greek 
scholars that could be found in Europe and Americfi. If there 
are any better scholai-s tlian those employed by tlie Bible Union, 
ill) amount of honest and assiduous effort on tlic part of that 
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S FIDELITY TO GOD IN TUE 

association has enabled it to hear of them. Ten different sects 
have contributed the forty scholars to the great work of revis- 
uig the Holy Scriptures. Not one of these forty was engaged 
on account of his special sectarianism, but solely on account of 
his well-ascai:ained position in acquirement and ability, and 
for fidehty to the Holy Spirit, in faithfully transferring the ideas 
[ by inspiration in Hebrew and Greelt, from those lan- 
la into tlie Enghsh tongue. No sect lias any, the least con- 
ti-ol over the work, nor can any sect, in any manner, direct its 
course. The broad principles laid down for the guidance of 
the translators, and for as perfect security against en-or in the 
work as human powers can devise, utterly destroy all scope for 
sectarianism or partyism in the labors of the Bible Union. 
For nearly six years that association has been publicly engaged 
in its objects, in Europe and America, and no one has yet 
chained that tliat broad pi-inciple has ever been departed from. 
We ask attention to it, we challenge for it all that scrutiny, 
time, and talents can do toward detecting a flaw in its chai-ac- 
ter. Whenever an improvement is suggested in any quarter, 
the Bible Union will eheerfuUy adopt it. That principle is 
contained in the following resolution: 

" That appropriations made by the Union, shall in no casc^ 
be employed for the circulation of a version which is not made 
on the followmg principles, viz : The exact meaning of the 
inspired text, as that text expressed it to those who under- 
stood the original Seiiptures at the time they were iirst wiit- 
ten, must be translated by corresponding words and plu'ases, 
so fai- as they can be found, in the vei-naciilar tongue of those 
for whom the version is designed, with the least possible ob- 
ecurity or indefmiteneas." 

A veiy large portion of the Bible is completed, so far as the 
first ti-analations are concerned, and we do not know of a senti- 
ment nor a phrase that has heen translated in violation of the 
fimdamental law of the Bible Union. The friends of the work 
have not only made that law tor re\-ision,, but tliey iiavc hikea 
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TKAIJSLATION OK TUE SCIiSi'T L'liES. II 

all conceivable pains to secure its obsei-vance. In addition to 
the high scholarsliip we have named as engaged in promoting 
the objects of the Bible Union, there. are over three hundred 
critics, in England and America, engaged by the Union for the 
purpose of guaranteeing the fidelitj of the ti-ansiators to the 
prmciples we liave quoted. These critica belong to a lai-gc 
variety of sects, but not one of them was selected because of 
his position in sectarianism, but entirely on account of his rep- 
utation for ability in critical labors. Eacli hook revised has 
not only to pass the inspection of all the scholars engaged on 
the other books, but iias to be examined by each of the critics, 
before it goes to press. And, in addition to these ample safe- 
guards, before the work is finally adopted by the Bible Union, 
copies of it are distributed to eminent scholars, not in the em- 
ployment of the Union, and suggestions are solicited fram 
them. This, therefore, is an enterprise whicli rejoices in the; 
fact that no sect has ci-eated it, no sect can guide or conti-ol it, 
no sectarianism enters into any part of its hfe or movements. 
The Bible Union is a voluntary association of persons, who, 
without the slightest idea of seclai-ianism, believe that theWorvl 
of God, cleansed fi'om all the impurities wJiich sectarianism 
and other som-ces of en-or have thrown around it in King 
James's version, can be presented to English readers so a 
express the identical thoughts to them, which were e 
originally in Hebrew and Greeli. The ultimate object of the 
Bible Union is announced in the following tcnns : 

" In accordance with the object set forth in the Constitution, 
the Bible Union seeks to procure a faithfully revised version of 
the English Scriptures and similar versions in other European 
and heathen languages. The design is to have the Bible speul; 
with one voice throughout the world " 

Can any honest heart wlthliold a hearty amen to that an- 
nouncement? And the Bible Union, strong in the recognition 
of tlie sacred and momentous duty it lias undertaken, and fcHv- 
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10 FIDELITY TO GOD IN THE 

lass of any opposition tliat may; array itself against its trutlis, 
thus expresses its sentimenta : 

"No compromise of truth in its simplicity, its pmity, and 
its deamess will be made, to gain the co-operation and sanc- 
tion of any man, or any body of men. But while the principle 
of the most scrupulous fidelity to God is inilexibly adliered 
to, no suitable means will be neglected to bring forth the Book 
with tlie gi'eateat weight of human authority, which, consist- 
ently with that piinciple, can be spcured." 

The cause has been in progi-css nearly pix years, and wo 
know much now for which we once could only hope. The 
Huccesa of the Bible Union has been, in every particular, far 
beyond the sanguine hopes of ita early friends. Its means 
bave far outran expectation, and it is winning confidence and 
nid fiom the numei-ous sects in America and England. One 
I'i the most pleasing testimonials to the success of all those 
I'ortions of the revised Bible that liave been printed, is found 
in the cordial commendation they have received from the most 
authoritative periodicals devoted to sectarian interests, in Eng- 
land and America. The secular press in both countries is con- 
tributing some of its noblest powers to the furtherance of this 
cause. And the Edinburgh Review, which for half a century 
has occupied the highest rank in periodical literature, in a 
recent nnmber, not only pleads powaiuliy for the revision of 
the Bible, but announces that it must be made. We shall 
re-publish portions of this article in the next Weekly Journal. 
England is largely contributing to the American enterprise, 
and the sohject was presented to the English Parliament lately 
tor ita action. 

To all who may read these sentiments, we submit the fol- 
lowing queries, asked by the Bible Union: 

"Is it right to continue the publication of known aclmowl- 
edged erroi-s as a part of God's Word, when you liave ths 
power to coi-ect them and to publish the truth? 

"Can you, consistently with your obligations to Clnist, 



,y Google 



TRANSLATION OP THE SCli! I'T IJiiliS 11 

refuse to aid, to tlie extent of your ability, in i-cmoving feora 
His precious Word the tmautiiorized additions of men, whicii 
pervert the meaning or obscure tlie sense? 

" You aclinowledge that the work oaght to be done. If the 
Bible Union does not accomplish it, who will? Shall we be 
left to work without your assistance? Would you have us do 
tlie whole firat and then come to you for iud ? No, ray brother, 
if the enterprise is worthy, it is your duty to help it TOW. 
The Lord grant you gi-ace to meet the duty m the spuit of 
cheerful obedience, and to His name be the glory." 

jAiiES Edmunds. 

T. S. Beli,. 



N U M B E It I "i . 
THE REVISION OF THE BIBLE. 



tu our first publication we rcfenxxl to an article of gi-eat 
(Aeameas and force in the Edinburgh Review, for October, 
1855, on the evils that have accompanied the revelations of 
the Holy Spii-it, in their English dress, and the absolute neces- 
sity there is for a cliangc from these evils. As we press for- 
ward in our expositions, we shall endeavor to give the public 
mind full and explicit facts upon these matters. In the pi-esent 
publication, we shall mainly confine ourselves to a re-publica- 
tion of such portions of the Edinburgh Eeview as may serve 
to show, what one of the highest literary authorities in the 
world has to say upon the past and present evils of the Bible ■ 
as it is now distributed to those who speak the English lan- 
guage. 

'fhe foundation of Protestantism, nay, of practical Chris- 
tianity, is thus announced by the Review ; 

"But whatever influences may interfere to Warp its opei-a- 
tion, all Protestants, whethei' C!iui-chmcn or dissenters, are 
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13 PIDEi.ITl' TO GOD IN TiLK 

agi-eetl in ilie principle tliat our only authoritative religious 
teaeiier is the Bible ; aiid that ' as there is no truth nor tloc- 
trine necessary to our justification and everlasting salvation, 
but wliicli is, or may be, drawn out of that fountain and well 
of truth ; therefore, as many as be desirous to enter into t!ie 
right and perfect way unto God, must apply their minds to 
know Holy Scripture, without the which they can neither sufli- 
ciently know God and his will, neither their office and duty.' 
"Since the Bible, then, is of such inestimable value — the 
depository of all r-eli^ous and moral truth — the sacred ark in 
wliieh the history and the subject matter of the Creator's 
communications to his creatures are pi^esei'ved, we might very 
reasonably have pi-esumed that it would be regarded witii a 
reverence correspondent to its importance, and that, in tlic 
copies of it disseminated among the people, every eare would 
be talcen not only to i-endei- the translation an CJcact i-eflection 
of the sense of the original, but to place tlie work before tlieni 
in such a convenient form as might indnee them to read it, and 
accompanied by such nseftd typographical aids as might facth- 
tate their understanding what they read. It might have been 
feixly expected that, in publishing a work wliich is of such 
momentous coiiscqaence to us all, both here and hereafter, tlio 
text would have been carefully divided into paragraphs accord- 
ing to the sense ; that what was spoken would have been placed 
between inverted commas ; and that all passages taken by one 
saci^ed writer from anotlier would either have been printed in 
italics, or, in some easdy inteU^ble manner distinguished as a 
quotation. It would liave been no more than reasonable to 
assume that, among a Protestant people—setting the high 
value upon them which we do — esteeming them as our sole 
authority in religion— the Sacred Scriptures would have been 
published, ivitli at least as mucli consider-ation for the reader's 
convenience as tire writings of our popular poets and novelists : 
E\nd that tliere would be editions, not only of every variety of 
size and tj-jic, which might prove attractive to the taste of tlie 
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ivealthy, or te adapted to the limited means of the poor, but 
\vhich might bo demanded by the intii-mities of our aged and 
suffering brother Christians. But the veiy reverse of this is 
the case. There is no other class of works, whether we regard 
the size, the type, or the distribution of the letter-pi-ess, in wliich 
we find that so little has been doneto assist the reader, and so 
mucli to perplex him, aa in the Sacred Scriptures. If it had 
been the object to multiply tlieii- difficulties, to prejudice tlieir 
meaning, and to deter men from the perusal of them, we doubt 
whether the most accomplished Jesuit could liare devised any 
more effectual mode of publication than that which lias been 
generally adopted, and almost universally prevails. No works 
of inferior value eould Irnve mamtained their ground against 
tlie treatment they have encountered. We are not ignorant of 
the several editions of the Bible which exist ; and we feai-lessly 
declare that we have never yet met mth any copy of the Bible 
which we could take up and read with typographical satisfiic- 
fion." 

On tlic manufacture of the Bible into scraps the Review 
s,iys . 

" Tliis is a slight evil in comparison with the mischief which 
has been inflicted on the sense of the inspired writmga by the 
mode of breaking tliem up into, chapter and verse which has 
been uniformly adopted. These divisions, which have no 
existence in the original, liave been made without any authority 
\vhatever. About the middle of the thirteenth centuiy, Cardi- 
nal Hugo de Santo Caro projected a Concordance to the Latm 
A^i^ate, and divided the Old and the New Testament into 
chapters. Eabbi Nathan, in the fifteenth century, in prepar- 
hig a Concordance of the Hebrew Scriptures, subdivided the 
cliapters into verses. Eobert Stephens, in the sixteenth cen- 
tuiy, passed simultaneously thi'ough the press a New Testa- 
ment and a Concordance; and, so at least his son Heniy tells 
113, while travehng on horseback between Lyons and Paris, he 
^.■iit the New Testament into verses for tlie sake of adapting it 
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to his Concordance. This, we believe, h, in brief, the most 
approved account of tlie origui of those divisions and sub-divi- 
sions by which our editions of the Bible are disfigured. No 
other book ever suffered such iii-everent treatment lu all 
other compositiona tlie psu^graph ends where the sense pauses , 
m the Sacred Scriptures, whatever the sense may be, every 
third or fomtli line biings the reader to the end of the para- 
graph. They ai-e the only works we happen to be acquainted 
with in which the correct arrangement of the author's text has 
been rendered subordinate to the faeihty of reierence. And 
we are quite sure that they alone are endowed with a sufGcient 
force of vitality to outhve so aiiel a process of mutilation," 

The grievous cliaracter of tliis evil upon historic narrative, 
epistolary style and meaning, and Hebrew poetry is fully 
shown by the Reviewer. The Review adds* 

"A very intelligent fiiend of ours declares that lie never 
could compreliend the drift of the Epistle to the Romans till 
he i-ead it without the interruption of chapter and verse, in 
Shuttleworth's translation. And we entirely sympathize with 
Iiim in his eniban-assment. We repeat that no other work 
whatever would have possessed internal life enough to beai- up 
against and maintain its place in pnblic estimation under the 
usage to which the Bible has been subjected by its editors. 
We had, at one time. Intended to evince the deterioratiiig 
and enfceblmg effect of such an injurious process of division, 
by printing two or three of the tinest passages from om' own 
autliors, snipt into pieces and severed, without any sense of 
compunction, fi-om their context, as the Sacred Scriptures are 
printed, but we have refrained in tenderness for the feelings ot 



"But is not the condition of our common English Bibles 
obnoxious to charges of a far niore grave description than 
tliose which we have ah-eady noticed, and which merely relate 
to the size of the volume and the distribution of the letter- 
press? Does the translation itself present that full, corici.'! 
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and distinct expression of the sense of the original, which all 
Christian people, who look to the sacred volume as their pai-a- 
moTint religions authority, would he desirous of possessmg, and 
which all who entertain a pious reverence for its contents would 
he anxious to aiford them? "We do not ask this question un- 
advisedly, or fi-om a desire of putting forward any peculiar 
theory or favorite devices of our own. We make the mquirj 
simply as Christian laymen, who moat sincerely wish to leani 
what the Sacred Sciipture were designed to teach ns , whose 
only means of acquirmg a savmg knowledge of the truth is an 
accurate translation, and who look to our ecclesiastical supe- 
riors for the gi'ant of so reasonable a demand on their learning 
and then- zeal. We studiously place ourselves in the position 
of persons who are utterly ignorant of the original languages, 
and whose only information respecting the state of our national 
version is derived ftora the most patent and familiar sources, 
the notes of Scott, of Adorn Clarke, of D'Oyley, and Mant, and 
of the Paragraph Bible ; and we ask whether any man, with tlie 
continual emendations which are suggested in these comment- 
aries before him, can entertahi tlie persuasion that our common 
English Bible really does afford an adequate representation of 
the sense of the insphed writmgs, or tliat it should be allowed 
any longer to remain in its present unimproved condition ? 

"What was the opinion of Selden, a high authority on sucli 
a subject, at the time of its last revision ? ' There is no book." 
says that learned man, ' so ti-anslated as the Bible for the pur- 
pose. If I translate a French book into English, I turn it 
into Enghsh phrase, and not into French-English. '■II fa'tt 
froid,' I say, 'It is cold,' not 'It makes cold;' but the Bible 
is rather translated into English words than into Englisli 
phrase. The Hebraisms are kept, and the phrase of that lan- 
guage is kept, which is well enough so long as scholars have 
to do with it ; but when it comes among the common people, 
Lord, what gear do they make of it ! ' Most extraordinary, 
indeed, is the gear they make of it! " 
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The Reviewer thus alludes to those critical lators of the 
■Rev. Arthur Stanley, which are commanding tlie attention of 
the learned world. The Reviewer asks : 

" Is the translation of the Holy Book such as it ought to 
be?" 

jVnd answers : 

" The Itev. Arthur Stanley, in his recent and very learned 
edition of ' St. Paul's Epistles to the Corinthians,' mentions 
five kinds of en-or which exist in onr received version of them, 
and which he has rectified in his own. His emendations are: 
'1st. Si\ch as are produced by a i-estoration of the ancient 
MSS. 2d. Such as are produced by a better system of punc- 
tuation. 3d. Such as are produced by transposing the words 
into a nearer confonnity with the original order. 4th. Such as 
ai-e produced by bringing out the emphasis of words, apparent 
in tlic original text, either from the use of the pronoun, or 
from the place of the words in the sentence. 5th. Such as are 
produced by inaccuraey of translation.'" 

We do not see bow any one can call those truths in question. 
On the subject of the original text of the Bible, the Eeview 
says: 

"It would carry us far hejond oui intention, to rntei upon 
the vexed questions of Biblicil cnticism m this place, but we 
shall confine ourselves to an dlustiation of oui meanmg bor 
rowed from the ingenious commentary on home of St Pauls 
Epistles, lately published by Mr. Jewett, of Baliol College. 

"No one who is acquainted with Sophocles or Thucydides 
in the volumes of Dindorf or Bekker, would be willing to 
reprint the text of those authoi-s as it is to he found in edi- 
tions of two centuries ago. No apology is therefore needed for 
laying aside the 'textus rcceptus' of tlie New Testament. 
The text of Lachmann has many claims to be considered as 
the most perfect which has hitherto appeared. It is the first, 
most consistent, and, with one exception, the only recension 
of the New Testament drawn entirely from the earliest manu- 
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scripts and authorities. It is the work of a scholar of the 
highest genins, and of the greatest knowledge and experience 
as an editor. Lachmann is the first who tased the text on the 
most ancient authorities, solely on the grounds of evidence, 
without regard to doctrinal considerations or claims of author- 
ity, and irrespective even of the meaning of words. The result 
has shown that the most ancient text is also in every sense the. 
best." — Jewett's Preface. 

" It is oljvious that the highest pmity of the text to which 
modem scholarship can attain, is the first condition of a correct 
version." 

But there are other imperative reasons for a revision : 

" Scriptural phrases which wei-e sufficiently clear to our great 
gi'andfathers have gradually but impcrceptihly changed their 
meaning, and become altogether unintelligible to their descend- 
ants. For instance, cakeiAGE, in the Bible, signifies tha things 
carried, such as baggage ; with us it means the vehicle. Pre- 
vent, in the Bible, signifies to kelp hy aniicipaiion ; with us 
it means to hinder. To let, in the Bible, often signifies to 
abstract ; with us it means to perrnH. Pitiful, in the Bible, 
signifies jW^ of pity; vnth. us it means conternptible. The 
preposition or, to the confusion of many a passage, and the 
bewildennent of many a reader, is continually usod as synony- 
mous with by; s, sense which it has now so entirely lost, that 
Gifford, in his edition of ' Massingcr,' has thought it necessary 
to make a note upon it." 

And again : 

"But there is another, a more general and plausible objec- 
tion to the alteration of our common version ; it ought not to 
be touched, because it has, for centuries, been held in reverence 
by the people. We admit the fact. It has obtained, and most 
deservedly so, the deep and affectionate i-evcrence of our Pro- 
testant population; but how is that any reason against its 
being rendered more worthy of tlic deep and affectionate rever- 
ence with which they regard it? If iheir reverence extend be- 
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yond tho respect that is due to the most accurate and conipltlc! 
translation of tlie inspired writings which, on the whole, has 
ever been submitted to the contemplation of the unleai'ned dis- 
uiples of the Gospel ; if their revei-ence attaches to its admitted 
errors and deficiencies— such a feeling is not pious hut supei- 
stitious ; and it ought not for a moment to "be deferred to as an 
impediment in the way of so gi-eat a lilesshag as an improved 
edition of tlie sacred volume. It classes, as an instance of 
ignorance and folly, with the Popish priest's obstinate adher- 
ence to Ids old inumpiiinm, winch has been a jest among Pro- 
testants ever since the first dawn of the Reibrmation. They 
who would resist the elimmation of the palpable mistakes and 
the acknowledged imperfections of our Engli'.h Bible, from an 
apprelienaion of oftencling the i-cligious prejudices of the people, 
are guilty of a pious ftaud, which, though of a lighter shade of 
guilt, ranks in tlie same vicious cat^ory with the practice of 
the Eomanist, who lends his support to the perpetuation of a 
belief in fictitious relics, or endeavors to sustain tlie faith of 
Ids flock by the contiivance of a fraudulent miracle. 

"In dealing -with a bool^ of wliiLh divine trath is the argu- 
ment, nothmg ought to be legaidcd but the means of rendering 
it the most distmct and i)erfcct reflection of that truth; and if 
our pesent ti-anslation do not aftbvd such a distmct and perfect 
reflection, it ought to be subjected to a com-se of continuous 
and careful revision, till it shall. But even siippoae that this 
confidence of the people in the immaculate excellence of the 
English Bible were as deeply impressed and generally difiiised 
as some of U3 unagme, and that hitherto wc have evinced a 
salutary caution in respecting it. the time for such forbearance 
lias now ceased." 

And the reviewer, from all the premises before him, says: 

" No ovei weening confidence m the Enghsh Bible, even if it 

now existed, could be long pret,erved in face of the exhibition 

which the Annotated Paragi-aph Bible sets in a po^mlar fomi 

before us, of the wrong ^ciwin in \W lex' i.iid th<> right m^\- 
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sion in the note. But whatever couree oui ecclesiastical author- 
ities may pursue, they may depend upon it, that tlie Bible will 
not long be allowed to remain in its present mutilated and 
unsatisfactory condition." 

With these exti-acts from tlic Edinhui-gh Review, we must 
<Jose this communication. In our next we shall continue to 
call the attention of our readers to such facta and tmths as the 
momentous interests confided lo our care may demand. 

James Edmunds. 

T. S. Bell. 



FIRST LETTER OF THE FIVE CLERGYMEN. 

THE KEVI3I0N OF THE HOLY SCRm?URES. 

The undersigned Iiave been i-equestcd by a number of their 
brethren — ministei-s and membei-s of several Christian bodies, 
to make such reply as they might deem needful to certain 
statements and reasonings lately advanced in some of the 
newspapers of this city in behalf of the " Bible Revision Asso- 
ciation." The request was pi-ompted, no doubt, by the opinion 
that this revision movement— sectarian in its spirit and aims, 
and not called for by tlie church at large, or i-equired by the 
actual necessities of the subject — is not entitled to the public 
confidence and support. Heartily concurring in this opinion, 
imiversal as iai- as we know in the churches of which we are 
ministers, we proceed to sustain it in terms as brief as may 
consist with clearness, and intended to be entirely respectful 
toward those from whom we diifer so widely on the subject. 

It would be as unnecessary for us to notice this attempt to 
publish anotlier version of tlie Scriptures as any other of the 
many translations which have been made, were it not that this 
IF! avowedly designed to supercede that to which we are accus- 
tomed, and iridi whi<:li we believe the great body of Christi.in 
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people are justly satisfied, and that those who are engaged in 
urging ita claims on the public, deceived themselves, may mis- 
lead others by representing their enterprise as eminently Cath- 
olic, to be appi-oved and promoted, on that account, by alJ 
denominations of Christians, while in truth its origin, progress, 
and whole character prove it essentially and intensely secta- 
rian. A simple statement of its history will make this plain 
to all unprejudiced and candid pei-sons. 

The American Bible Society, formed in 1816, and supported 
by nearly all the denominations of Christians in the counti'y, 
went on for about twenty years, in gi'eat peace, and with great 
success, to do its work at home and abroad. At length a seri- 
ous difficulty arose in consequence of some members of tlie 
aoeiety desirmg that its sanction should be given to the render- 
ing of the Greelt word baftizo by a term clearly meaning ia 
immerse, in certain translations then in progress, instead of by 
a word formed from the Gi-eek into the language in question, 
to wit: the Burmese, an lias been done in the English version- 
ThL'* desire of the Baptist brethi-en was, of course, resisted by 
others, and it was refused by the society, as must have been 
foreseen from the beginning of the matta". The Baptists gen- 
erally withdrew, and formed a society, which should cause the 
word in dispute and its cognates to be rendered by words 
meaning wwierse, t&c, in all translations in foreign tongues 
for missionary use. 

This association was caUed the "American and Foreign Bihlc 
Society." After tlieir separation on this point from the great 
body of Protestantism, some of their number demanded that 
the same rale should govern their future publications of Eng- 
lish Bibles, which they liad now applied to foreign. A schism 
among themselves was the result ; and Dr. Cone, with a major- 
ity of the members, vrithdrew from the majority, who adhered 
to the received English version, and formed themselves into 
tiie "American Bible Union," which, with the co-operation of 
Alexander Campbell, his friends and adherents, has commenced 
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the veiy important work of a re-translation of the Holy Scrij)- 
tures, and of whiclt, as we understand, the " Bible Kevisioii 
Association " in this city is a braneh^at least an ally. 

Some scholars of different denommations— paid of coui-se for 
their services — -are in the employment of this body, and it i;; 
said that here and thei-e a minister or Layman, not an immcr- 
sionist, and not in the employment of the society, sympathises 
with the movement. We may add that a few literary and 
scientific men also have been found to approve the scheme, 
from a desire to adapt the Word of God to modem notions of 
science and fashions of literature. 

Tins brief recital is quite sufficient to show that tlie " Revi- 
sion " is mainly supported by a forgone eonckision, which must 
forbid an impartial and scholarlike translation of the Word of 
God. 

We intend no disrespect, although it clearly suggests a dis- 
trnat and suspicion of this enterprise, that it is so nearly con- 
fined to persons, who, differing irreconcilably among themselves 
on vital doctrines of the Gospel, agree only as to baptism, and 
insist that, as the saci-ament can lie rightly adminisfered only 
by immersion, the English version of the Scriptui-es must con- 
form to that view. The Bible Revision Association is repre- 
sented, as composed witit very tew if any exceptions, of Bap- 
fists and Reformers — or, as sometimes called, for distinction, 
Canipbellites— merging tlieu' diiferencea of decided and con- 
scientious convictions as to what they deem fundamental princi- 
ples of the Cliristian i^eligion, in agreement about baptism, and 
uniting to re-ti-anslate the Word of God, in-espective of vital 
doctrines, so as to make it call that immersion! We under- 
stand that the Reformers, as a body, support the scheme with 
unanimity and great cordiality, while only a part, and, if we 
mistake not, much the smaller pait, of all the Baptists in the 
■eountiy sustain it at all. However this may he, it is well 
known that minvof the most eminent ministers and other lead- 
ing men ot the Baptist d<'nommation. including many of tlieir 
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most distiiigniahed scholai-s, do not only refuae to promote it, 
but do earnestly and constantly oppose it. The Eev. Dra- 
Waylaiid, Fuller, Welcli, Williams, Cowling, Riley, Pattiaon, 
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tain their ground with the EngUsh Bible. No wonder, the 
l>eopIe say, that siicli immersionists need a new Bible. 

It is anothei- just ground of suspicion and distrust of tliis 
movement, that many of its leading &iend9 are so ready, nay, 
so desirous to bring discredit on the old English Bible, It has 
been the accepted "Word of God for nearly two hundred and 
tifty yeai-s, with th:; great body of tlie people who have used 
tiie English speecL Baptists, no less than others, liave found 
in it " the holy scriptures, which ai'C able to make them wise 
imto salvation, through faith which is in Christ Jesus." We 
arc very sure that when tliey make their new version it wOI bi? 
no more to them than this has been, " the word of His grace; 
whicli is able to build them up, and to give them an inheritance 
among all them which are sanctified." The Bible, as we have 
it in our mother tongue; has been the light and strengtii and 
joy and hope of our fathers for these long centuries, and is stEII 
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deemed sufficient for a!i the purposes which God intended it to 
fulfil by such a vast majority of their descendants, that those 
who make light of it are as a drop in the bneket. We think 
it not uncivil or unldnd to ask, who are these that now deride 
THIS Book? The wisdom of ages and the wisdom^ of God 
unite to say, " By theii' finiits ye aliall know them." The fruits 
of this old English Bible as it is— enliglitening the people — 
elevating them for this world, and preparing many of them for 
the next — ^rebuke as pretendcra the men who say they can 
make it better — the more aa the gi-and improvement which they 
propose is to change baptism to immei-sion ! They seem not to 
consider that other people will inquire whether, even If they 
could amend the present version in some parts of it, they would 
not be exceedingly apt to injure it materially in others — and 
in such OB are far more important tlian those in which they 
might improve it. They do not claim to be infallible, or 
divinely inspired as scholars to translate, any more than as 
interpreters to explain. And tliey ought not to think it strange 
that those who love the Bible as it is in our own language are 
jealous of such as begm tlieir work of changing it by scoffing. 
Every one feels that derision of an object, which is loved or 
revered by him, excites his suspicion of the good taste and 
wisdom at least of the derider. 

The friends of revision have made a bad appeal herein, 
except to partizans — the more especially as the specimens of 
their own work already put forth do not seem to have won for 
it any great respect. Tlie following ci-iticism by the editor of 
the London Record may fairly express the general feeling with 
which their translations, as far as they have been made public, 
are received: "Certainly the emendations already started, and 
the disputes which have arisen upon almost all of them, give 
us no very comfortable assurance of the possibility of the cor- 
rections proposed, or the probability of any very general accepta- 
tion of them. For instance, we have examined the 
of a revised version of the Second Epistle of Peter, the I 
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ties of John and Jnde, and the Book of Revelation, issued by 
tlie American Union, with a feeling, we must confess, of great 
disappointment." If this writer had seen the revised Job, his 
disappointment would have been no less, we dare say. There 
is an old adage, that people who live in glass houses sboidd be 
very careful how they throw stones — and still better, as our old 
English Bible has it, " let not him that girdelh on his harness 
boast himself as he that puttcth it off." 

It is pretended, in belialf of this revision, that our translators 
were neither free to use their knowledge, nor competent to do 
their work aiight, if they had been fi'ee— not equal, as scholars, 
to the men whom the American Bible Union employs, and 
bound by authority to produce a "version made to royal order." 
It were much more to the purpose to pi-ove these charges. It 
cannot be done. That was an era exti-aordinarily rich in ti'ue 
scholai's. The iifty odd men who did this work wei-e among 
the most eminent of their day for knowledge and learning— of 
die sort they needed — and for their acltnowlcdged piety, hon- 
esty, and love of truth. Neither can it be shown — and thei-e- 
fore it ought not to be said— that they were restrained or 
coerced by royal authority. " If it has been imagined by any, 
or by many, that the present version of our Bible was either 
suggested by the monarch, or that he was at any personal ex- 
jiense in the undertaking, or that he ever issued a single line of 
authority by way of proclamation with respect to it, it is more 
than time that the delusion sliould come to an end. The oriri- 
nal and autiientic documents of tlie time ai'e so far explicit, that 
just in proportion as they are sifted, and the actual cii-cum- 
atances placed in view, precisely the same independence of per- 
sonal i-oyal bounty, and on the part of the people at large, the 
jsapeiiority to all royal dictation, which we have beheld all 
along, will become apparent." This statement, which the 
writer proceeds to sustain by ample historical testimony, we 
take from a work of gi-eat learning and research, which is 
thus charactei^zcd by some of the most eminent Baptists of 
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this country: " 'The Armals of the English Bible,' by Chris- 
topher Anderson, of Edinburgh, a Baptist ministca- of the lugh- 
est character, whose work is of unquestionable authority on the. 
subject to which it relates." 

We quote furtiier from " The Transktors Beviewed," a work 
of equal research, by the Rev. Dr. McCbre, of New York. 
He says of his labors— and tlie book will be found to sustain 
it all ; "As the i-esult of his reseai-ches, which he has carried, 
he believes, to the utmost extent to which it can be done with 
the means accessible on tiiis side of the Atlantic, he offei-s to 
all who are interested to know m regard to the general suffi- 
ciency and reliableness of the common version, these biographi- 
cal sketches of its authors. He feels assui-cd tliat they will 
afford historical demonstration of the fact which much aston- 
ished him, when it began to dawn upon his convictions that the 
lu-st half of the seventeenth century, when the translation was 
completed, was the Golden Age of Biblical and Oriental learn- 
ing in England. Never before, nor since, have tliese studies 
been pursued by scholars whose vernacular tongue is tlie Eng. 
lish with such zeal and mdustry and success. Tliis remark- 
able fact is such a token of God's providential care over his 
Word as deserves most devout acltnowledgment. » « « ' 
The general result is the ample proof afforded of the aui-pass- 
ing qualifications of those venerable translators, taken as a 
body, for their high and holy work." 

Such were the men to whom was given, in tlie providence of 
God, this great tnist The rule by whicii they were governed 
in its execution was this : " That a translation be made of tlie 
whole Bible, as consonant as can be to the orifjinal Hebrew 
and Greek, and this to be set out, and printed, without any 
marginal notes." That is, the Word of God plainly rendei-ed 
into the common language of the people, without note or com- 
ment! No wonder that their work soon won the public confi- 
dence, and has held it, with comparatively few exceptions, to 
the present time. It lias never been pretended by its iiitelli- 
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gent friends, that it is free from imperfections. One of tlio 
most difficult things in the world is to render one language into 
another witli absolute accuracy, and it is not reasonable to 
expect that so large a book could be so i-endered out of lan- 
guag'es no longer spoken — unless it would please God to inspire 
men, and make tfieui infallible for that work. 

It iias done more than all other books to fix oui' noble speecii, 
and is this day cai-rying it, in its strengtii and beauty, around 
the earth. Even its enemies cannot witlihoM tlieir prabe. 
1!'ake those beautiful and phUosophie words of Newman, whose 
dislUte of the Protestant religion cannot blind him f« the beauty 
and power of the Word of God in its old English dress : "Who 
Kliall say that the uncommon beauty and mai-velons English of 
the Protestant Bible is not one of the strongholds of heresy iii 
this country? It lives in the ear like a music that can nevei' 
be forgotten— like tlio sound of chureh bells which the convert 
hardly Imows how he can forego. Its felicities often seem to 
1)6 almost tilings rather than words, It is part of the national 
mind, and the anchor of the national seriousness. The mem- 
ory of tlie dead passes into it. The potent traditions of child- 
hood are stereotyped hi its verses. The power of all the giiefs 
and trials of man is bidden beneath its words. It is the repre- 
sentative of his best moments-, and all that there has been 
about him of soft and gentle, of pm-e and penitent and good, 
speaks to him forever oat of the English Bible. It is his 
iiaered thing, which doubt has nevei' dimmed and controversy 
never BoHed. In the length and bi-cadth of the land, there is 
not a Protestant, witli one spark of religiousness about liim, 
whose spiritual biogi-aphy is not in liis Saxon Bible." 

We have been favored with copious extracts from the Edin- 
burgh Eeview, intended to depreciate the English BiUe. To 
exhibit the just force of this testimony, it would be well to 
show us how far that work is i-eally friendly to our holy reli- 
gion, as understood and embraced by evangelical Christians. 
Can the Bible Revision Association assure us tliat the Gospel 
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of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, with its tlessed instt- 
tutiong, as pious Baptists and other Christian people in Europe 
and America hold and love it, is any more an object of respect 
with these reviewers than the old English Bible? It will be a 
sad day for the Church of Christ wben it comes to look to 
such sources for light upon religion, or the way it should treat 
the Word of God. Are such as these, or any other men of the 
world — ^not lovers of the truth as it is in Jesus — to settle by 
tlieir authority great practical questions for the people of God? 
"Litei-ary authority" is the word, the Edinbin-gh Review the 
fountain of it! Be it so. At this high suggestion, the Word 
of God must be revised, and the old English Bible, one of the 
noblest monuments of English literature, as true scholars have 
held, be thrown away! Be it so. Will the Edinburgh He- 
view, or anybody else but themselves, be willing to commit 
that great work to the American Bible Union or the Bible 
llevision Association of Louisville, Ey. Wlio but tltcmsclves 
will trust them either as seholai-s or expositors? It will still 
remain to be shown that these bodies arc competent to such a 
work, either lor the learning which they can command or the 
impartial and just fidelity with which it will be used or the 
wisdom of their measui-es. Said the Eev. Dr. Welch, on 
taking the chair at a great meeting of Baptists opposed to this 
movement: "We may also ask mtliout impertinence, are the 
men who have luidertaken this delicate and most responsible 
task, in all respects qualified for its adequate performance? 
It is no easy work which they attempted. A diffei-ent pro- 
cedure, it is certain, would have been better adapted to insure 
success. It would have been necessary to call a convention of 
the ablest and most learned men in the denomination. They 
siiould give the subject their profound and earnest attention, 
seek the aid of all the lights which they could command, com- 
municate with their bretliren in Europe, especially with those 
who spealc the Anglo-^xon tongue, appeal to eveiy university 
In the United States for its counsel and assistance, and thus 
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procure a version wliicli sliould be worthy of universal conii- 
dence." 

But other counsels prevailed. Instead of tliis wise and cau- 
tions moderation, a few men determined to cany this measiirc 
over the heads of their brethren, resolved to have a Bible which 
would support their pi-econceived sectarian views, as tiie old 
one, they admit, does not. In the face of history, in derision 
of its faithful testimony, they chai'ge that our venerable trans- 
lators set out to make a Bible, which should support man's 
views, not God's. And now, forgetful of the Savioui-'s words 
coneemmg the mote in another's eye and the beam in their 
own, they are seeking to do the very thing which they bit- 
terly condemn, as they unjustly ascribe it to these old servants 
of God, whom He honoi-ed to do so great a work. Unques- 
tionably, if they succeed in canying out their pui-pose, theii-'s 
will be "a vei'sion made to order." 

W. L. BiiECKlNRlDGE, 

Of the Presbyterian Chnrdi. 

K. M. Denison, 

Of the Protostniit Episcopal Chureh. 

Samuel Lowry Adams, 

Of the MeUiodiflt Epiaoopal Church, Soutli 

E. C. Trimble, 

Of the CiuiihGrlaDd Prcsbylcriaii Church. 
G. GOKDEN, 

OftiieAeeociatuEeformiid PTOsbyterian Church. 



NtJMBER III. 

THE BIBLE USION. — REVISION OF THE HOLY SCRIPTURES. 

Wri think tiiat we liave already given sufficient proof to 
convince all honest-hearted persons, that the efforts of the Bible 
Union to secure a faithful and peifect translation of the Holy 
fici'iptures into the English language are as free from, and inde- 
pendent of all parfyisin or sectarianism as human powers can 
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command. The Bible Union lias grown to be a laJ-ge and 
numerous body of God-fearing men, and througiiout its ranks 
iiveiywhere, in all its individual membera, one spirit and one 
desire prevail. And that spirit and desire are tliat aU possible 
measures shall be taken to procure an honest, faithful version 
of the Scriptures, taitliful to God and useful to man. It i^ 
utterly impossible that any man or party of men can prescribe 
to the revisers or critics that anything shall be translated to 
suit the partyisra or sectarianism of any body. We have 
ilrealj shown how carefully, how secuiely tliat point is 
guaided The very comer-stone on -fllucii tlie Bible Union is 
founded is that each word and plnase of the origmal utter- 
ances of the Holy Spirit shall he tianshtcd mto the vernacular 
of ill people by words or pliraae'f m each icinacular tliat slial! 
moat peitectly present to tliose who nse it tlie divine ideas 
ongmallj piesented in Hebi-ew or Greek. Can any reasonable 
objection be made to that t Can any one suggest any improve- 
ment m it=> chai-acter? And this fundamental law can bo 
modified oi repealed only by a unanimous vote. Let tliat bo 
lememheied And in oixler to show how consistent the action 
it the Bible Union is, we shall now mei-ely remark that the 
boai 1 ot levisers is made tip of persons who are among the most 
cinment s holai-s of the following denominations : Church of 
I n^^hnd Old School Presbyterian, Metliodist Episcopal 
Church Associate Eeformed Presbyterian, American Pi-otest- 
\nt episcopalian, Disciples of Christ, Seventh Day Baptist, 
Biptist German Reformed Chmrch, and Lutheran. This 
boaid of levisers is the body that finally settles the transla- 
tion as It IS to go to press, and a majority of it arc Pedohap- 
ti-^ts \nother principle that lies at the very basis of the ope- 
rations of the Bible Union is, that the revision of the Bible 
slnl! be made to confoim to the version now in use, in all 
places where it can be done consistently with the first law. 
We appeal to men of mtegiity, of fair dealing, of honest pur- 
lK)3e'^-\\hrth(i human means could devise more honest meas- 
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ures than tlmac, measures faithful aiike to Gdl aiii] man? 

Bnt tliese aj-e not all the safeguai-ds that stanJ in pei-petual 
vigilance over this holy worli. Each scholar engaged for the 
work of revision knows beforehand that all his work must con- 
Ibiin to the conservative laws we have named, and he signs a 
contract with the managers of the Bible Union, which provides 
tor a rigid adherence to these laws. This contract we shall 
publisli in due time. If the measures thus taken and thus 
secured wi!i not produce a f.iithfnl version of the Bible for iiU 
wiio speak the English tongue, can any human nnuns be 
devised by which that desideratum can l>e accomphbhed ? Tlic 
timid, the unbelieving tear that something will be unsettled liy 
these measures, but, if the past espeiience of mankind is at" 
any value, all that can be unsettled by knowledge ind tnitii 
are ignorance and eiTor, and the Bible Union wis not estab- 
lished to sustain or cherish them. 

There have been for centuries two widely variiint Bibles in 
use — one tor the leanicd, and tlie other for the unlearned. 
This violation of the veiy element of the i-evelation of God to 
man must come to an end some time, and it is time now that 
the ax weic laid to tlie root of the tree. There is not one rea- 
son under the heavens why each English reader of the Bible 
should not as pcifectiy undcratand the ways of God to man as 
the brightest scholar of tlie land.. The enjoyments of the 
learned iu biblical attainments are deeply interesting, vast in 
their magnitude, \^talismg, strengthening, and purifying in their 
character. And, shall the masses of the people be cut off from 
the attainment of these blessings, when they can be brought 
within their reaeli ? The Bible Union says no, and myriads of 
the people in every State of the Confederacy, in Great Britain, 
and in her colonies liave responded to that resolve, in a lan- 
guage neither to be misunderstood nor mistaken. Each indi- 
vidual on tins earth has to be judged by the words of Jesus 
Christ, uttered dther by himself m person, or tiirongh the 
Iloiy Spirit, and if tiie^e ivords uvc not made clear, prc- 
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cise, unmistakable in their character, it shall not be for the. 
want ot a weli-diiected effort on the part of the Bible Union 
to command all the resomces iihicli time, labor, learning, and 
nuilth have pifpaied lor this noble worL 

Within SIX months aiter the publication of King James'a 
version, biblical leainmg commenced ita attacks upon that 
woik , the dncestois of those very dissenters who are now en- 
deavoring to consecrate and maintain ita errors, its glaring deii- 
cienciea, and inconsistencies, tlien denounced the wrongs that it 
liad done to them. Eveiy age since tliat translation was made 
has teemed with the strong and irresistible objections of emi- 
nent scholars among all the Protestant sects against that ver- 
sion. Immense labors and learning, and the expenditure of 
untold ti-eastires have built up for scholars and for men of 
leisure and wealth, a plain, emphatic Bible speecli, that shoiild 
liave been placetl in the test of inspiration, palpable and acces- 
sible alike to tlie peasant and tho prince, i'or, let it be re- 
membered, that such men as Walcli, JIasch, Mai-sh, Townley, 
Pettigrew, Lowth, George Campbell, and Macknight, by their 
biblical powers ; Jiuxtorf, Jablonsld, Van Dcr Hooght, Micliae- 
lis, Kennicott, Hossi, Poothroyd, by tlieir remarkable power? 
upon the Hebrew text ; John Mills, Di-. Wells, Wetstein, Jlat- 
thei, Griesbadi, Laehman, to say nothing of hosts of others, 
by their efforts upon the Greek test, liave thl■ow^l floods of light 
upon the Bible, whicli are almost utterly shut out from the 
masses of the people From 1624, when the Elzevir editions 
commenced, the scholai-ship of every age has iuduBtnously ran- 
sacked tlie earth tor means to purify and con-ect the original 
texts of the Holy Scriptures, In a single case, Dr. Kennieott 
was engaged from 1760 to 1769 in collecting Hebrew raanu- 
eci'ipts. A voluntary subscription of fifty tliousand dollars wa,^ 
placed at his disposal to aid him in his work. *He employed 
scholars all over Europe to assist his search and labors, and he 
obtained six hundred Hebrew manusci-ipts and sixteen manu- 
scripts of the Samaritan Pentateuch, scarcely one of wliiuh ^^'a^4 



,y Google 



83 li'IDKLITV TO GOD IK "HUE 

known to King James's translators. A vast library has teen 
oveated, made up exclusively of biblical criticism, sacred phil- 
ology, invaluable translations of various parts of the Bible, 
commentaries, and of other aids to a clear and precise under- 
standing of all tlmt Almighty God has spoken to man, bat for 
any utility that any of these labors of the pious and tlie learned 
have been to King James's translation or to tlie masses of the 
people, this vast and invaluable material might as well have 
been buried in the depths of the sea. The learned can pursue 
these labors upon tlie original test, immense libraries may be 
built up by critical skill and industry, and no hue and ay is 
raised against scholars. Their work is considered laudable 
and meritorious ; but the moment that scholarship attempts to 
correct the errors of King James's version, to amend its numer- 
OQs defects, to clear up its obscurities, and to bring it up to all 
that learning has discovered and settled as essential to bring it 
near to tlie revelation of the Holy Spirit, so that the masses 
of tlie people sliali be put in possession of all that God has 
said to man, superstition takes alami; bigotry is aioused; 
prejudice, misrepresentation, and zeal witliout knowledge or 
tmth, call all their forces to battlo. Demetrius summons the 
Ephcsian artisans to guard the shrine fiom his notions o( 
destruction Scholars and privileged ordera may be entra&tcd 
with all facilities for mcrease of Christian knowledge", it :'< 
only the masses of the people that must be shut out from ali 
such enjoyment. But the enemies of revision may as well 
forbid the mists of the meadow to dispei-se before the risuig 
«un, or attempt to shroud the beams of the mommg in then- 
own dai-kness, as to undertake to stay the progress ot this 
(^Hsc. The work will go on despite ot all that a blind opposi- 
tion can do to hmder its course. All that the biblical scholar- 
ship of the past two hundred years has done for punfying ami 
clucidatmg the Word of Ijfe, and which is now locked up fiom 
all intercourse with King James's version, shall now have 
an opportunity of hgliting up that version with all the holy 
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beams of heavenly radiance that learning and labor have sent 
forth. There is not one of the leading sects of Christendom 
whose most eminent scholars have not pleaded for just such a 
work as the Bible Union are now carryhig forward snccessfully. 
T^e masses of the people must and shall have tlie laws of 
God written and printed very plainly. No scholar who has 
any i-espeet for his reputation for scholarship, can be mdueed 
to say that such is now the case with King James's versionf 
no earthly mortal has any reason or privilege for saying that 
it "^hall not be made so. Take an example of the tampering 
with the Divine Word that disfigures the authorized version. 
In the twelfth chapter of Acts, fourth verse, we ai-e told that 
Herod intended to bring Peter out of prison after "Easter." 
Neither Hei-od nor Peter nor any other man in Judea could 
have told when that would he. Ask a learned Presbyterian 
or Methodist to take the Greek text and say whether there is 
the least shade of an excuse for that "translation," and he 
will unhesitatmgly saj i o tl at To Paska always means 
Passover, and nevei nlei ay cu'cumstances, can mean 
Easter. Ask an Episcopal an scholar^ and he will say the 
same; but the excuse <= tl at by t! is utter disregard of what 
the Holy Spirit reallv sa d tl e solemn feasts of the Church 
are sustained: Is the Word ot God to be conflded to such 
conservatism as this? If those who know these wrongs wiU 
not amend them, must those who both know and feel them 
stand dumb in the presence of such abuses? Is it likely that 
either the heavens or the earth will weep over the unsettling 
of such tampering with the Word of God as this? And let 
it be remembered tliat this is but a small specimen of a 
numerous class. Wlien John Wesley revised the New Testa- 
ment, he corrected the abuse of which we speak, and restored 
Passover to the text, instead of Easter. We hope that the 
"representatives of the clergy" who have promised to meet 
the Bible Union in its efforts to provide a pure Bible for the 
people, will panoply themselves well, for they may rest assured 
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that they will need all the defensive armor they may be ahle 
to find in any quarter. 

It is strange that the movements of the Bible Union should 
already have produced the mutilation of biblical Hterature. 
Kitto has pubhahed ten editions of his immortal "Cyclopedia 
of Biblical Literature." In the large and expensive work, too 
expensive for common use, he pleads powerfully for a revision 
of the Bible, on the very plan which was aftenvards adopted 
by the Bible Union. Samuel Davidson, one of the ablest 
biblical scholars of the age, m-ote the article for Kitto's work, 
and thus speaks: "It is needless to pronounce a formal enco- 
mium on our authorized version. The time, learning, and 
labor bestowed upon it were well bestowed. It far surpasses 
any English version of the entire Bible in the characteristic 
qualities of simplicity, energy, and purity of style, as also in 
uniform fidelity to the original. 

"A revision of it, however, is now wanted, or rather a new 
translation from the Hebrew and Greek, based upon it. Smee 
it was made, criticism has bi-ought to light a great mass of 
materials, and elevated itself in the esteem of the fundamental 
theologian as an important science. Hermeneutics, too, liavc 
been cultivated, so as to assume a systematic, scientific fonn. 
We require, in consequence, a new Enghsh version, suited to 
the present state of sacred litci-atui-e." 

Will the reader beheve the fact, that since the Bible Union 
■commenced its labors, a cfmap edition of Kitto's Cyclopedia 
has been published for distribution among the people, in. which 
it lias been found convenient to mmt all this article of Dr. 
Davidson's on revision? 

In our next publication we shall attend to the remarkalilc 
logic, and the still more remarkable historical statements, con- 
tained in the publication of the "repi-esentatives of the clergy," 
which appeared in the papers of last Saturday. If those gen- 
tlemen feel no son-ow for the ]X)sition they occupy, they may 
rest assured that we do. In addition to these matters, wc shall 
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.■jhow that the learned of every leading sect called ( 
ical, have uttered their censures of King James's 
;ind have pleaded for amendments. AVe hope that those who 
icfve tiiat version merely because of its age, will seal their lips 
on the Eoman Catholic religion, for that is at least eight hitn- 
drcd yeai-s older ; and if age sanctifies error, why shall it "be 
partial in its charities and operations ? 

James Edmunds. 

T. S. Bell. 



N U M B li R IV. 



THE REVISION OF THE BIBLE FOB THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
AN IMPERATIVE DUTY. 

TiiF. Bible Union is engaged in one of the noblest works 
that ever occupied the attention of Imraan beings. There is 
not a more momentous enterprise, to each individual, in the 
whole range of human affaii'S, than that which seeks to know 
loAat God has said to man, and endeavors carefully to deter- 
mine that knowledge upon foundations which shall command 
the most perfect coniidence. Tliere was a Supreme Providence 
in making the original utterances of the heavenly revelation in 
the Hebi-ew tongue, for it waa the best on eai-th for the pui-pose ; 
there was an equal providence in the ordering of the New In- 
stitution in the Greek language, on account of its perfections 
and universality. These utterances were inspiration ova- 
which no mortal powei- has control-, wliieh no man may alter 
but at his peril ; with which no one must tamper-. All who 
approach the inspned text must feel that they ai-e on hallowed 
gi'ound, and that no upright or holy mind can do otherwise, 
in translating that text into another- language, than make it 
express as ijrecisely what the inspired text expresses as is pos- 
wible. There is a Providence now in ordering this essential 



,y Google 



36 FIDELITY TO GOD iW fUE 

work for the English language. Nothing of tho kmd has ever 
yet been done. There is not one version in that language that 
ia in all respects a faithful expression of the ideas of the Holy 
Spirit, and there never has been one. The want of such a 
version ia an e\il which grows daily. The English language 
is becoming the predominant language of the globe ; the Eng- 
lish race is the supieme power of the cartli. It has done what 
no other race lias done : it has made the circuit of the globe 
as a race. Starting fcom Asia, it has ti-ayerseil the eartli, and 
now, fmni the plains of Hindostan, from the slopes of the Pa- 
cific, it loohs over upon the cradle of its progenitors It is 
daily adding to its power ; its speech is daily assuming new 
importance in all that concerns civilization and the momentous 
affairs of humanity. Eichai-dson says - " Not one hour of tlio 
twenty-four, not one round of the minute-hand of the dial, is 
allowed to pass, in which, on some portion of the globe, the 
air is not tilled with accents that arc ours. They are heard 
in the ordinary transactions of life, or in the administration of 
law ; in the deliberations of the senate house or councd cham- 
ber ; in the offices of private devotion, or in the public observ- 
ance of the rights and duties of a common faith." Aiii in 
view of these vast and momentous affairs, which are daily and 
hourly OTOwing in vastness and importance, is it not Iiumilia- 
ting— nay, is it not miquitons — that there is not upon tlie earth 
a ti-anscript of God's word in that language— a ti-anscript that 
is faitliful in all things to the inspired text? We speak to 
intelligent minds; to thoughtful, reflecting pa-sons; to men 
and women who ai-e to account to God for all ihey think, say, 
and do ; who weigh facts and evidence, and who love truth ; 
and we ask, is not this a grievous and intolerable wrong ? The' 
predominant i-ace upon the eai-tli, the world's master-speech, is 
locked, bolted, and barred out from tlie fullness of the mspired 
text. Every sea, every estuary, every gulf, every mighty 
river that drains continents, all cHmates and temtories, fee! 
the advancing mai-ch of Anglo-Saxon civilization, and in i!t) 
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\an should sti-eaiii the light of God's tautli in the full mid-day 
effulgence of Iieaven's own in&pu-ation ; not in the fitful, dark, 
ohscui-e, unsteady lights of human contrivance. A plain, 
simple, pprfectiy decisive method has been furnished by 
Heaven, by which each individual can ascertain foe himself 
whether the English language possesses the revelation of 
God's will as he uttered it to the eartli. The means for set- 
tling this question are not in the heavens, so tliat we need to 
say, who shall ascend and bring them to us, so that we may 
hear them, and perfoiin our duty; nor are they beyond the 
sea, so that we irecd to ask, who shall go for them and bring 
them to us; but tliey arc nigh us, in our mouth and m our 
heart, so that we may use tliem. And He that fiitteth in the 
heavens will demand of all who speak the English language a 
full fidelity to this i-esponsibie trust. Through His servant 
Moses; through the Anointed One whose blood has redeemed 
us ; through his commissioned Apostle, God has given every 
intelligent being the most peifect means to settle this impor- 
tant question: Has t/ie Engll&h lanyuagc a Bihle that is 
faiViftU in all rejects to the voice of inqnration? Moses, 
Jesus Christ, and Paul have fixed tlie law, that in tlie mmdh 
of two Of three wititesses every thing shall he estaUi&heA. The 
important word in this law is witness ; but tliere is no kind of 
difficulty in determining what is the meaning of that. Wit- 
ness is dei-ived from tlie Saxon word gewiita, on(! who knows. 
A witness, then, is one who possesses positive knowledge ; not 
one who retails what he hears, but who knows that which he 
affii-ms. It is palpable that a blind man can not be a witness 
in any matter requiring sight, nor can a deaf man be a 
witness in any thing relating to hearing. In the important 
question before us now, in order to constitute a man a witness, 
lie should be a master of tlnee languages ; ho must be of two. 
lie should be a master of Hebrew, Greek, and English ; he 
must be of Hebrew and English, or of Gi-eeic and English. 
The juost peifcct mastership of the Hebrew, Greek, and Gcr- 
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man languages mci-ely would as entively cut him off fron; 
being a witness in the case before us as tJiongh he were not « 
master of any language. 

Now we ask all honest men and women, wlio expect to give 
an account of their stewardship to God regarding then- treasu- 
rersliip of his Sacred Word, to look, at this important point. 
Can there be found in the whole English race two or three 
loiinesscs who have said or will say that we possess one version 
of the Bible tliat is faithful in all res]>ects to the inspired text? 
Can on^ sueh witness be foundt If there are not two or three 
witnesses, or even one, that will thus testify, tlien the question 
is virtually settled, 

Whpn n-e wpre informed that '5e\eral gentlemen representina: 
the clerj^j h id dcteii lined to come before the people in oppo- 
sition to tie Bible Unnn ■ne had lioped to heir something 
edii/i! ^ on tiie uuoje t It is scarcely necessarj foi us to saj' 
how much wc Iiwe been disappomted In the entire publica- 
tion imdp bv thoie gentlemen on the 16th inst tl ere is not 
one Old on the j'^bws before the public Tiie -Mt'il proposi- 
tion w iich tl oso gentknien were b un 1 to announce and sus- 
tain lb i/ai Kmy Jai > ss le ston ts xn all ■te'^tUs, a faitJi- 
ful tTUndatmn pmx the inspired i&it Those gentlemen 
nowhere utter such a declaiation but it must be ptipable to 
themfeives as it is to otheii tint until they innounce and 
1310^ e that point ill iifjUmentation on their part is utterly futile 
and vain. It tliey can not thus speak, their case is closed, 
and they may as well retire from the iield of investigation. 

Of the medley of matters which the gentlemen alluded to 
liave ttttust into their publication, we shall say but little. 
Among logicians it would not be necessary for us to say a 
word; for no logician can discover any relevancy, in any part 
of the publication under consideration, to the issue involved. 
Yet we shall bestow a few passing words upon the document. 
The "representatives of the clergy" have undertaken to 
paint a portrait of the Bible Union. "Will they bear with us 
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when we aay that no acquaintance of tliat tody can i-ecognize 
a single feature of the organization in that painting? Let us 
retouch their work with the pencil of facts, and make the por- 
ti-ait truthful. Our clerical friends announce that the Bible 
Union originated in an attempt, by the Baptists, to "foist" 
an improper version upon the American and Foreign Bible 
Society for circulation among the heathen. Dates and faets 
will settle the character of this statement. The British and 
Foreign Bible Society patronized the Calcutta version for thirty 
yeai-s, in which bapiizo was translated by a word correspond- 
iuo- to imTmrsion. The American and Foreign Bible Society, 
with an oi^nic law setting forth that they would patronize 
any faithful vcraion of the Bible for the tei-m of tifteen years, 
circulated Judson's Bible in the Bunnese language, m whicli 
bapiiso was made to express immersion. After patronizing 
this kind of "foisting" for fifteen yeara, the American and 
Foreign Bible Society changed theii- law and made a new one, 
i-equiring all versions to be fattliiiil, not to Giod's in8ph:ation, 
but to King James's version. The disruption, tliei-efore, was 
not because the Baptists wislicd to foist any novelty upon the 
Society, but because the Bible Society deserted its law that 
was faithful to God, and made one that was fiuthful to King 
James's vei-sion. That is the i-eason why the Baptists deserted 
the American and Foreign Bible Society. 

And now, as to tlie character of the persons engaged in the 
cause of the Bible Union. It has over five hundred thousand 
persons engaged in its support. The great mass of these pei'- 
aons are among the most pious, the most holy and r^hteous 
people on earth, if obedience to Jesus Christ in every thing is 
a criterion of holiness and righteousness. There is not one in 
the whole body who would respect a translator for tamperii^ 
with or wresting one word of the inspired text. Each one 
feels that he must give an account of his stewardship to God, 
and he recognizes the necessity of perfect iidcHty to God and 
niiin in these matters. Tlicre is not one in the whole' body 
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that would hay a false translation of a word if it were as 
cheap as a penny ; there is not one who does not regard each 
word of the inspired text aa a priceless gem, with which no 
man can trifle. Is it likely that the naked assertion even of 
fivo clergymen can make any body believe that such a body of 
people, for any purpose whatever, could be induced to tamper 
with the Word of God ? 

When the Bible Union commenced its operations, there was 
not one religious paper in this countiy that would publish a 
line in its favor; but such has been the progress of the cause 
among the people, that fortj tour pipei'', devoted to a pure 
speecli for tlie Bible, now come to the Revision Eooma of 
LoubviUe alone. The immense e-^penditures required for the 
work of revision are borne by the people, and tlieh- conhibu- 
tions grow liberally every year. But, above all, the Bible 
Union lias become the possessor of the largest amount of rare, 
valuable, and essential material for a faithful version of the 
Word of God that is owned by any oiganization in America. 
It thus possesses advantages for its saci'ed and heavenly mis- 
sion that no otlier body enjoys. No injunction or restriction 
is laid on any one employed in revision, except that every 
idea, originally uttered by tlie Holy Spirit, shall be expi-essed 
as perfectly in English as the capacity of the language will 
permit. Nobody asks or i-equii-es any specific translation of a 
word or phrase for any party pm-pose. jVnd each reviser en- 
ters into a solemn written compact of the following character: 

" The exact meaning of the inspired text, as that text ex- 
pressed it to those who understood the original Scriptures at the 
rime they were first written, shall be translated by correspond- 
ing words and phi-ases, SO far- as they can be found in veniacu- 
lai- English, with tlie least possible obscurity or indefiniteness." 

And the contract further provides that it shall be done "in 
the phraseology of the common English version, so far as is 
consistent with fidelity to the original, and a proper i-egard to 
the present state of the English language." 
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Now we aak tlic intelligent and honeat-itiindcd everywhere, 
how could fidelity to God and duty to man he more faithful than 
the Hible Union has been in. each and every particular in tins 
matter? Yet five clergymen of the city of Louisville announce- 
that these honest, faithful measures will produce a Bible made 
to order. We admit the fact, gentlemen, but not in your in- 
vidious sense. It will be the first Bible in the English lan- 
guage that ever was ordei-ed to be made in exaet conformity, in 
every particukr, to the mspired test. The Bible Union has 
iriven no other order hut that, and on it that body is willing to 
stand at the judgment-bar of God. We grieve to say that 
the clei^men to wliom we allude insinuate that the revisers 
axe actuated by mercenary motives. Do they mean to say 
tliat an agi-eement to do a useful, sacred duty, in an honest, 
faithful manner, is mercenary ? Well, gentlemen, we went 
among your scholars, guided by the assistance of the best 
lights in your denominations; wc employed men who adorn 
your pulpits and your halls of learning; men whom you set 
forth to the world and endorse, in the responsible duties you 
pay them for performing, as worthy of all acceptance ; and if 
you now charge that such men, who ai-e still yoiU" preachers 
and professors in your college and theological seminaries, arc 
mercenary, may you not mjure tlie standmg of your owm de- 
nominations while you are trying to, injure the Bible Union.' 
We submit the question to your patient consideration. 

But agaui. These five clergymen profess to be familiar with 
the history of the translators of the English Bible; but in 
order to show tlie value of their historic sketch of the Bible 
Union, for which they used no authentic material, we cite 
a single instance of their accuracy in matters with which 
they profess to be very faniUiar. They announce that (he 
English Bible was translated by " fifty odd " persons Ander- 
sons Annals of the Bible, from which these clergymen quote 
in then- document agamst the Revision Association, would 
have shown them that there were but forty translators, instead 
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of "fifty odd." Their names and the portions assigned each 
division of names ai-e all given in Anderson's work. We shall 
give tliese forty translators a thorough investigation in a future 
article. When we do that the people of Kentucky will not 
be liltely to hear mucli more about "sectarian," "mercenaiy" 
revisers, or about "Bibles made to order." But we now ask 
attention to this faet: each of tlie learned gentlemen among 
these five remonstrants uses two Bibles, tlie Greek and the 
autliorized version; and each one freely revises the authorized 
version in his pulpit, and we hope and doubt not that he often 
improves it, for it has a large capacity for improvement. One 
of these ministers uses three Scriptures m his public ministra- 
tions: — he reads the inspired text in Greek, uses the version 
of the Psalms in Iftig James's Bible, and uses a diiferent 
vei-sion of the Psalms in the Book of Common Prayer. And 
yet these gentlemen, who luxuriate In the work of individual 
revision, denounce the honest, faitli&l, and holy efforts of five 
hundred thousand Christians who are detei'mined to procure 
for the English language what it does not now possess and 
never has possessed — a» English BihU faithful in all 
things to the text of inspiration. Verily, gentlemen, you 
kick against the goads. 

Of the judgment which tliese gentlemen pass upon that 
portion of the work already partially revised, we shall have 
something to say in a future number. Eeverting to the Divine 
law ali-eady mentioned, we shall easily and perfectly establish 
the superior excellence of the revision \rj witnesses whose words 
our clerical friends will not gainsay. 

On one more point made by our clerical friends and co-la- 
borers in the work of revision, we must say a few words. We 
hope they will not be offended at being called co-laborers, when 
we assure them tiat the friends of revision sincerely regard 
their first document as quite an aid to the cause. It is a 
curious fact that they use against revision the identical mie of 
evidence upon which tlie Jews rejected the Saviour of the 
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world. Tlie Messiah said, " Searcii the Scriptures ; they tes- 
tify of me." But the Jews cut the knot in another way. 
They asked, "Have any of the rulers or Pharisees believed 
oil him?" And these gentlemen, instead of giving the laud- 
able, tlie sacred cause of the Bible Union a patient, full inves- 
tigation, on facts and testimony, asli, "Are Dr. Wayland and 
Dr. Malcolm in favor of the movement?" Upon such logic 
ive would not waste an argument; but we hope our friends will 
bear with us while we correct their random assertions. They 
name ten distinguished Baptists as using their influence, abili- 
ties, learning, and zeal against the cause of i-evisiou. Among 
these names is that of tlie Rev. Ricliard Fuller. If our cler- 
ical friends had i-ead the papers, tbey would have found Mr- 
FuUer's position defined in a letter which he has published. 
lie is one of the ablest, firmest, most liberal, and one of tiio 
most zealous friends of the cause of revision that it has in its 
ranks- He not only liberally contributes his talents and 
means to the cause, but is president of a society in JIaiyland 
whose object is to aid the Bible Union. Of the other Baptists 
named by our clerical friends as active in opposition, we assure 
them that they misstate theii- position. We are safe in saying 
that about one half of them have never uttered a sentence 
against the Bible Union, nor is it probable that one of the ten 
Baptists named would consent to occupy the place given them 
by our cleiical friends. 

We now proceed to establish the fact that King .James's 
version is not, in all particulars, a faithful i-evision of the 
Word of God. Moses, Jesus Christ, and Paul made and 
sustained the rule by which we try tliat version — in the mouth 
of two or three witnesses every thing shall be established. 
There is but one escape for anti-revisionists, and that is the 
rejection of the authority of Moses and Christ. If their kw 
for the establishment of a truth is a valid one, we can easily 
and satisfactorily arrive at truth. 

Lcl: the reader now bear in mind what constitutes a witness, 
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and that Moses and Jesus ClirJst say, tliat in the mouth of 
two or thice witnesses every thing shall be estahUslied. We 
proceed to siiiimion men who are wilnesses. 



Episcopal Chukcii Witnesses. 

liobei-t Lowth, whose "Lectures on tlie Sacred Poetry of 
llie Hebrews " placed him on the highest eminence as a mtic. 
and whose works are a monument to his learning and skill as 
a biblical scholar of tlie first i-ank, thus speaks of King 
James's version: 

" In respect of the sense and accuracy of the interpretation 
[translation], t/ie improvements of which it is cctpahle are 
great and numberless.'" And nearly one hundred yeara ago, 
Bishop Liowth said : " Whenever it shall be thought proper to 
set forth the Holy Scriptures, for the use of our. Ohurck, fo 
better advantage than as they a^ear in t/te present English 
translation, the eit^ediency of which grows every day more 
and more evident,"" &c. Tliat is the testimony of a witness 
whose qualifications were never surpassed, and wliose position 
as a testifier no one will challenge. 

Benjamin Kennicott, D. D., Canon of Christ Church, 
Oxford, of whom, with unchallenged accuracy, it has been 
said, " Hebrew literature and sacred criticism are indebted 
more to him tlian to any other scholar of his age," says of 
King James's vereion: "Great improvements might now he 
made, because tlie Hebrew and Greek languages have been 
much cultivated, and are fiu." better imderstood since the year 
1600." 

Anthony Blackwell, A. M., author of a celebrated work 
called "The Saci-ed Classics Defended and Illustrated.'' the 
second volume of which is a monument of learning and bib- 
lical skill, eaya of King James's version- '^ /nnumcrable 
instances might be given of faulty translations of the Divine 
original," 

We might go on and fill this cnfire paper with similar tes- 
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timony; but, so far as the Episcopal Churcli is concerned, we 
have fulfilled the Divine law. By these witnesses we have 
estahlished the claaracter of King James's version. There is 
not one witness of aquel qualifications with these who eoiitra- 
dicta their testimony. 

Presbyterian Witnebses. 
Geo. Campbell, Professor of Mariachal CoUege, Aberdeen, 
whose "Ecclesiastical Lectures," and answer to Hume's 
"Essay on Miracles," will live while the English language 
exists, was one of the most masterly biblical critics that ever 
lived. Hia preliminary dissertations to his translation of the 
four Gospels display far more learning than is to be found in the 
entire works of the forty translators of King James's version. 
He was a scholar over whom the Presbyterian Chureh has 
good reason to rejoice. Both Catholic and Protestant biblical 
critics recognize his remarkable merits. The Catholic Bishop 
Kenrick, in the preface to his translation of the four Gospels, 
speaks in wai-m terms of George Campbell's abilities as a. 
scholar' and critic. 

The tenth and eleventh preliminary dissertations of George 
Campbell are crowded with abundant evidence that King 
James's version is not a fkithful translation of the ide^ of 
the Holy Spint. Of the evil influence of the Gcnevese trans- 
lators, of Junius, TremelHus, and of the unscrupulous Eeza, 
over the forty translators of King James's work, Gewge 
CampbeU gives ample testimony. He bears witness to the 
fact that he found fmr hundred errors in their version of 
Matthew alone. 

James Macknight, nniversaUy recognized by both Catholics 
and Protestants as one of the ablest biblical critics that ever 
lived, was for thirty years the foremost man of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Scotland. In his translation of the Epistles 
of the New Testament, he con-ects fifteen out of every sixteen 
verses of King James's version. He thus witnesses: "Even 
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tliat which is called tlie King's translation, tliough in general 
mncli better than the rest, is not a little faulty. It is by no 
means such a jvst represeniation of the inspired onyinals, as 
merits to he im/plmily relied on, for determining tlie contro- 
verted articles of the Christian faith, and fob quieting the 
DISSENSIONS WHICH HAVE RENT THE ChURCH." It IS thus the 
tiui-sing mother of sectai-ianisni. No witness comparable to 
George Campbell or Janiea Maekniglit can be produced to 
refute their testimony. 

Methodist Witkesskw. 

John Wesley, tlie foundci- of Methodism, without the aids 
possessed at present, and witliout asking the assistance of 
other scholars, made a revision of the New Testament on hia 
own accomit. He says: "I have never, knowingly, so mueii 
as in one place, altered for altei-ing sake, but there, and there 
only, where, fret, the sense was made better, clearer, 
Wronger, or more consistent with tlie context; secondly, 
whei-e the sense being ei^tially good, the phrase loas better or 
nearer the orighxaV He made seventy-two changes in one 
cliaptei- of Acta. 

Adam Clarke, D. D., one of the profonndest scholai-s that 
has adorned Methodism, on 2d Samuel, 12th chapter, says: 
" Though I believe our translation to be by for the best in 
any language, ancient or modem, yd I am satined it stands 
miwh in need of revision.'" 

So far as Presbyterians and Methodists ai-e concerned, until 
tliey can bring fonvai'd equal or superior witnesses to George 
Campbell, Jas. Macknight, John Wesley, and Adam Clai-ke, 
fo contradict them — and none such can be found — we have, 
under the Divine law, perfectly established the fact that King 
James's version is not, in all things, faithful to the inspired 
text. And our clerical fnends wiU not themselves assci-t to 
tlic conti-ary. But they may say that the Bible Union is not 
the body to revise tlic Scriptures. May we inquire wlieth^'r 
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ouv clerical friends ai-e exactly the men to say so? In all 
taimess, in all holiness, in all the tmtli and love of the gospel, 
are not those who know and feel an evil, and who take legit- 
imate measiircs to i-cmovo or remedy it, superior, in every 
mint of view, to those who know and feel an evil, and do 
nothing to remove it? 'I'hat is precisely the relative position 
of the Bible Union and of our five clerical friends. 

Jajies Edmusd-s. 

T. S. Bell. 



SECOND LETTER OF THE FIVE CLERGYMEN. 

TOE REVISION OF THE HOLY SCRIPTURES. 

It has not been the purpose of the undersigned to expo^;e 
every objectionable feature of the Revision scheme, nor to 
engage in any personal controversy with the gentlemen wlio 
are advocating it in the newspapere of this city. We luive 
deemed it enough for us to show tiie reasonableness of the 
general satisfaction with the old English Bible, and of the 
distrast towards those who wish to change it for sectarian 
ends. Even though they were the best scholars and the most 
honest-hearted men in the world, they would be unworthy to 
be trusted with the translation of the Word of God, if they 
were determined beforehand to make it speak in a particular 
waij to suit a party. The best scholars are liable to mistake, 
as the most sincei-e and intelligent Christians ai-c capable of 
en'or as well in faith as in pi-actice. It matters little whetlier 
such deteimination ai-ise fiwrn their mistake as scholai-s, or 
their error as believei^s, or their prejudice as partiaans and sec- 
tarians. In any case, it unfits them for such a work as this; 
and the more resolutely they pursue it in defiance of the opin- 
ions of the Church at lai^o, the less do they deserve the 
jHiblie confidence and stuiport. 
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The whole question of Laptisra han Lecn muuh disputed in 
t!ie. Church. Like every other question concerning religion, 
it ought to be discussed freely, m tlie spirit of charity and 
mutnal forhearance, with all the light that can be shed upon 
it, the ultimate and only authoritative arbiter being the Word 
of God in its plain and sunple meanrag. But this does not 
imply that it is proper for any body of men to reconsti'uct the 
J^iblu to uphold their own A-iews. We liave herctofoie shown, 
in the history of this Revision movement, fi-ora the beginning, 
and through the progi-ess of the circumstances which have 
resulted in its operations, that such was its m^n design. 

It will not be denied that the American and Foreign Bible 
Society was formed by a secession of Baptists from the Amer- 
ican Bible Society because that truly catholic association 
refused to sanction certain translations in foreign languages 
which made the Word of God call baptism immersion. Nor 
will it be denied that the American Bible Union, out of which 
has grown the Bible Revision Association of Louisville, was 
formed by a secession from the American and Foreign Bible 
Society herause that society i-efnsed to apply to the old Eng- 
lish Bible the principle which it liad adopted in its foreign 
ti-anslations. Doubtless these last seceders were consistent; 
but that is only another way of saying that they separated 
from their brethren hecamc they were determined, no mattei- 
who opposed them, to make the Word of God, in all their 
translations of it, declare that baptism means nothing but im- 
mersion, and thus do what they could to settle that question, 
by foreing the Bible, as we believe, to say what it does not 
mean. 

We are not ignorant tliat such a purpose is disclaimed by 
the revisionists, and that strenuous and earnest efforts are made 
by them to persuade the Christian worid that their ends are 
not sectai-ian. It is not for us to reconcile this representation 
of then- design with the histoiy of the enterprise. Neither is 
It for us to reconcile the several representations of this design 
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with each other, aa they have been made at different times hy 
its intelligent friends and most influential promoters. 

We proceed to show how such fiiends and promoters of it 
have declared its object and disclosed its spirit. 

It is no disparagement of other men to say that the Kev. 
Dr. Cone was, in his day, the head and heart of this move- 
ment. He guided its counsels, he infused into it his own 
spirit. Can any one suppose that this eminent man did not 
know what he was about, or that he did not consider the force 
of the words he uttered on great public occasions, when "Re- 
vision" was the subject of liis discoui-se? Long the president 
of the first Baptist Bible Society, formed by the secession 
fi-om the American Bible Society, and then president of the 
second Baptist Bible Society, formed by the secession from 
the first, from its organization to the day of his death, and 
lionoi-ed and trusted by bis brethren above any other, he may 
be held, in some sort, to speak by authority. On one occasion 
he is reported as saying, " TJiere can not be a moment's hesi- 
tation as to the best English word among Baptists. Having 
directed their missionaries among the heathen to translate bap- 
tizo and its cognates by words signifying immerse, immersion, 
i&c, they can not long continue to be so inconsistent as to; 
despise or reject immersion in their own vemaculai- tongne," 

On a former occasion, addressuig the Bible Union as ilt- 
president, in words of encouragement to his brethren to proceed 
in their work of i-evision, lie said of himself: " He lias dared 
to say from this pulpit, again and again, that Chiistian bip- 
tism is immersion only ; that, if right to preach it, it is right 
to print it — to print tt in the Bible ; foi if it is not in 
the Bible, we have no right to preach or print it is i pirt of 
God's revealed will to man." « » » » Smce the English 
word baptise, according to our standard lexicogiapher'i, means 
to sprin&le, pour, asperse, christen, c£c., the Amencan Bible 
Union must come up to the help of the Lord against the 
iiiiglity, take off the Popish cover from His puee Word, dia- 
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iiljuse the public mind led astray by doctors and dictionaries, 
and, among other revealed trutlia, show to all who imdei'stand 
our language, tliat baptism is immersion only." 

That is in the "vernacular," hecausa scholara and commoti 
usage say that haptize, the original Greek word aa used by 
our Lord and his Apostles, simply turned into English, means 
something else, and not immerse; thbkefoee, we will make 
the Word of God, in our version, say tliat it means immer.se 
ONLY, and moreover, \^E wiu, so peint it in the Bible. 

It will be observed that Dr Cone boldlj rejects a djiitnn,tiun 
which !■, not only clear, but of the utmost nnpoitance, the 
denial of which by i well mtjrmed, lefltctmg, ^nd tml} C hii-- 
tjan min can he explauied, as lar is we can "tt-e, only hj i 
spirit ot niten^e si,ctainnL«m, that is, the distniction between 
preaching i d^ctime and piintmg it m the Bible Cleailj 
the one IS to stati, and enforce our sense of what God h is 
taught m his Woid the othrr is to mjld the Woid ot Gid 
to onr notions. One is to expound i-eligion ; the other is to 
make it. In the one, good men may eiT unquestionably 
tluough the infirmitica that are common to all , the otlier la 
exceedingly like that presumption "which siltcth in the temple 
of God, showing itselt that it is God" 

On a still eai'Iier occasion, the firet anniversary of this Bible 
Union, in lb50. President Cone is reported as having said in 
a public address, "Brethren and mends ot fjithlui immersion- 
iat versions ot the Seriptmes in all languages, the English not 
excepted! » * • The American and Foreign Bible Society 
was organized to vindicate A phinciple— ^^ii the Word of God 
should hi. translated in all lands; that, in accordance with 
tins pnnciple, bapiizo and its cognates should be rendered by 
woi'ds signifymg immerse, immersion, cfco. And here wc 
lought the battle with the Pedobaptists, and lici-e we have to 
fight the battle over again with the Baptists who will not allow 
immerse, immersion, ticc, to have a place in the New Testa 
mcnt." Nor does it iippear that Di: Cone bccy,me warmer, 
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and expressed himself more strongly as the diaeussion of the 
qiicsfion advanced; for it seem? that years before this, as long 
ago as 1842, at the annivevsary meeting of the American and 
Foreign Bible Society, of wliich he was the Pi'esident, he ex- 
[ his views in these terms : " In proseeuting our work, 
I- hands have heen strengthened Tjy the foi-niation of the 
Bible Translation Society of England ; and Brother Edwatd 
Stesme, its accomplished Secretaiy, in a letter publishpd in the 
London Baptist Magazine of the present month, urges the 
importance of adhering to our fundamental principle, tli& £ihle 
translated, in tlie following terms ' Oui- icUdom consists, as 
I conceive, and certaiiJy not less oar strength, in standing 
iirmly on our o^vn ground. Our only lausincss is to uphold 
immei'sionist versions, and to give them as large a cii-culation 
as we ain, and this becomes our business because all the rest 
of the Chi-istian world have thi-own thein away. Thia single 
object ra our i-allyiug point. Let the Society steaddy preserve 
its course as it has begun, and it will, under God's blessing, 
unite Baptists heai't and Iiand as one man, and grow every day 
into a more formidable antagonist to eiTor and a more exten- 
sive propagator of tratli.' In these sentiments we cordially 
unite." 

"In THESE 8ENT]MEN1'S," S^yS Dl". Conc, "WE COEDIALLT 
lisitk'" Tlie g^st of these sentiments is, tliat bimeesion is 
tiie RALLYING POINT. The cu-culation of IMMEKSIONist ver- 
sions the ONE 15USIKES8 and SINGLE OBJECT of the bi'etliren! 
We submit to all candid men whetlier, if Di-. Cone may be 
taken for a fair exponent of the i-evision movement, it is not 
proved that the aim and spirit of that movement have been fi'om 
the beginning essentially and intensely sectarian — tlie super 
extract of the spirit of a i«irty, and tha-efore luiworthy of the 
confidence, suppoi^t, and sympathy of the'Church at large. 

We intend no disrespect to any when we say that Alexander 
Campbell is by far tlie most eminent jierson for his abilitieiS, 
jrositiou, and mtiuenoe among all th.e promoters of this sclieme, 
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in tlie -west and south-west at least. He may well be refen-ed 
to, tlieii, next after Dr. Cone. The undisputed head of a. 
large and powerful sect, he has stamped his opinions upon his 
followei-s as few men have ever heen able to do. IBs opinion 
on so much of the question of baptism as the revisionists arc 
concerned about, is well known. He has long held it. He 
lias fearlessly declai-ed it. He has made it very plain. He 
has long ago translated the New Testament to support it. 
Tliat opinion, as announced by himself, is, ''that immersion in 
water, into the name of the Father, and of tlic Son, and of 
the Holy Spirit, is the only Christian Baptism." 

Accordingly, m Ms version of the New Testament, he dis- 
carded the English words baptize, baptism, &c., and boldly 
supplanted them with immerse, immersion, &c. In like man- 
ner, and with entu-e consistency, he lias not called himself a 
Baptist; nor do his adhei-ents use that name. In short, bis 
example, his influence, his learning, have all been strongly 
committed to the pui-pose of making the Word of (jod teach 
that immereion, and nothing else, is baptism. Such a man 
would naturally take lua place at the head of a movement like 
this, among his own people, with whom his name is a tower 
of strength ; and Baptists who have differed from him so widely 
on vital questions in religion, and whose churches hig influence 
lias rent asunder, drawing many of their people to his stan- 
dard, would naturally join heart and liand with him in this 
work, just in the degi-cc of their excessive attachment to im- 
mersion; just as they exalted this outward ordinance above 
the fundamental doctrines of the Gospel, just as they made 
up tlieir minds to do what he was bold enough to do before 
them — compel the Woi-d of God to read immersion '. Wc 
ai-e not surprised, therefore, to hear that Baptists of this class, 
that is, the Bible Revision Association, merging all other dif- 
ferences in j^reement on tliis "rallying point," should desire 
Mr. Campbell for one of their trauslatoi-s. Tliey steadily 
vetVise, wc are informed, to make the names of the translators 
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public, preferring to do this thing in a corner ; iJut now and 
then a name "leaks out," and the nimor is, that to Mv, Camp- 
bell has been entrusted the "revision" of the Acts of the 
Apostles. If tills be so, we eommend the wisdom of this step ; 
for on the principles of the Association, and for the main object 
it has in view, no selection could be made more to the purpose. 
But what becomes of the catholic spirit of the enterprise, ita 
freedom from aU sectamn bias, its fair desei-ving of the Chris- 
tian confidence and liberal support of ail denominations ? 
With Mr. Campbell's translation of the New Testament long 
before the world, mth his settled opinions as an immersionist, 
to say nothing of the vital doctrines of the gospel on which he 
has been held these many years by all the Churelies commonly 
called evangelical and orthodox to liave departed fr-om the 
ti-uth as it is in Jcsos, and therefore to differ iiTeconcileably 
from themselves, how can it be expected that any but immei-- 
sionists will accept Ids work? It may be very learned, it 
may be very fair in the purpose of his own mind ; but it will 
certainly bear the image and superscription of liis cherished 
opinions. And how can the Chnreh at large encourage it now, 
or receive it when it is done? This is said to be liis own view" 
of the subject freely expressed. He is candid enough to take 
it, and manly enough to say so. We honor sucli a man while, 
we differ fi-om him widely on some great questions of Chiistian 
doctrine. We have seen, in several diffei'Cnt quarters, a para- 
graph ascribed to liim ; and in the True Baptist, a paper of 
gi-eat ability, research, and fairness, as we believe, referred to 
Ml'. Campbell's Millennial Harbinger of January, 1852. We 
are not able, at tiie moment, to lay our hands on the Harbin- 
gei-, and can not, therefore, verify the quotation for ourselvea 
as we would desire to do. But we liave no reason to question 
its accui-acy. There is no doubt, we believe, that the same 
sentiments were uttered in this city by the Rev. Dr. Maclay, 
a leading man, as a traveling agent and lecturer and otlienvisc, 
in the Baptist Eiblc Societies from tlie beginning, and, sinci? 
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the death of Dr. Cone, chosen President of tlic Bible Union. 
The paragraph is in these terms: 

" I am fully of the opinion that those practicing the immcr- 
aion of believers are the only people that can make a really 
valuahle and feithful translation of the New Testament. Tlicy 
have in Pi'otestaut Christendom the only commanding anj 
favorable stand point for such a woik. Their eyes are couclu'd. 
They can see what no man, looking tlu-ough the leather spec- 
tacles of pedobaptism or pedortntisni can ice in the Chribtian 
institution. I speak expei-imentallj is well as theoietidlly, 
having been on the top of Jlount Sinai befgic I stood upon the 
top of Mount Zion. I know the 1 oi zot of both these time- 
honored summits. I thcrcfoio emphatic illy silence ail cavil as 
to their incompetency, and sh-oiigly declare the conviction that 
they, and they only, can furnish a version worthy of the age. 
" * Pcdobaptists and Baptists will never agree to make a 
new version. Not one Pedobaptist will touch tlie ark of our 
sanctuaiy, fearing he might be stilcken dead. * * While it 
is a show of generosity or catholicity on our part to invite hini, 
he will with all complaisance say, with one of olden time, ' I 
pray you, sir, have me excused.' None but immersionists can 
unite in tins work, and none but they can do justice to the 
subject." 

In the "Proceedmgs of tiie Bible Revision Convention, held 
at Memphis, Tenn., Apnl 2, 1852, together with Ad^lresafi. 
showing the necessity oi a Revision of the English Scriptures,- 
Loaisville, HulI&Bro., 1852," we fin J an claboi-ato and well- 
considered discourse by Mr. Campbell, m which he says : 
"But agam, none but Baptists can do this great work, * * 
Still, none but immersionists do discern the spirituality of the 
kingdom of Christ.' 

We submit to all candid men whether, taking Mr. Campbell 
for a fair exponent of the revision movement, it is not proved 
to be an immersionist movement, a scctaiian movement, ani- 
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mated by a spirit which will be extremely likely, speaking in 
the gentlest and most moderate terms, to sacrifice the Word 
of God to a party ? 

There are many men of less note and influence engage^l in 
this entei-p-ise, who liave expressed themselves to the same 
effect with these more eminent persons, only more inea.utiously. 
We might quote then saymgs at great length. Wc deem it 
needless, havmg done om work sufficiently without them. We 
will only add the testimony of a few leading Baptist ministers 
opposed to the levision, i\ho, looking at tlie subject feom a dif- 
ferent point of ob&ervation, have taken the same Tiew of it 
with ourselves. Thus says the Rev. Di-. Fuller; "The 
moment we resort to a new translation, ive sacrifice iJie whole 
argument, and virtually say, ■ as the book now is, we can not 
make out our case ; we roust therefore follow the Oampbellitea 
and the Socinians and others, and make a Bible to suit our- 
selves!'" Says the Rev, Prof. Ripley: "It is impossible to 
put aside or bring into comparative disuse the English version, 
and therefore to alter the established name of the ordinance; 
so that the substitution of immerse would only be regarded as 
a party measure or a Baptist interpretation, of value only 
witliiii the precincts of a ceitain denomination." Says the 
Rev. Dr. Bi-ently. "The Baptist will have gained not a par- 
ticle of advantage by the change, while he will have increased 
at least the suspicion, in the mind of his Pedobaptist neighbor, 
of tampering mth the Word of God, and of making a vei-sion 
expressly to suit his own particular views." Says the Rev. 
Dr. Dowlmg. "Let us alter the word baptize into immerse, 
and that moment we render ourselves liable to the charge of 
making a Bible to suit our own purposes, because we could 
not maintain our cause with the common version." 

We think we liave vindicated the opinion which we expressed 
at the beg;inning, that " this i-evi=!ion movement, sectarian in 
its spirit and aims, and not called for by the Church at large, 
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nor required by the actual necessities of the subjcot, is n 
entitled to the public confidence and support." 
W. L. Breckinrilige, 

Of tlie ProBbytecion Church. 

H. M. Denison, 

Of the ProteetBiit Episcopal Charch. 

Samuel Lowry Adams, 

Of the UctiiodUt Episcopal Church, Sontli. 

E. C. Trimble, 

Of tiio CiunborliuiiJ Pi'csbytcriim Cliuroh. 
G. GORDEN, 

Of iJlo AsBOtlaft Reformed PrEsbytorkn Cliuri 



N liMBEIt 



THB KKVISION OF THE TEXT OF INSl'IKATION FOR THE 
ENGLISH LANGUAGE. 

It is a curious and imp-essive fact, tliat almost every at- 
tempt that has evei- been made for securing a faithful utteraneo 
of the Divine oracles, for tlie use of the masses of the people, 
lias been received with denunciation on the part of tliose in 
the house of God, who forgot Paul's injunction: "Be ambi- 
tious to be unambitious." One would suppcee, a priori, that 
■all such efforts would be hailed with delight ; but those who 
may thus judge show that they know but little of the sectarian 
dcpaiiment of human nature. Hisfoiy is full of examples of 
these in-ational, unsei'iptm-al, heaven-defymg attempts to man- 
acle the pi-ogress of the pure tniths of heavenly revelation; 
but we have not space now to sketch more than one instance. 
TJiat oecun-ed in the fourth eentmy. Even at that early 
period, that illustrious scholai-, Jerome, incurred tlic most vio- 
lent opposition in his efforts to produce wiiat is now known as 
the Vulgate Bible. But few of the people could read the 
(jjreek Bible; but says Dr. Davidson, "An excessive and sii- 
perstitious veneration for tlie Scptuagint, and the Vcttcs made 
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from it, prevailed at that time, so that any one who departed 
fiom them could not hope to escape aniinadveraion. Calum- 
nies were fi-eely littei-ed against the laborious translator. He 
was pronounced a heretic. Detraction and opposition befell 
liim. Even Augustine joined partially with his accusers, not 
daring to go against the stream of popular opinion. * * Its 
departui-es from the cuiTcnt Gi-eek version, and from the old 
Latin version taken from the Greek, were seized as proofs of 
■ the danger accruing from the new work. Accordingly, it was 
reserved for the more correct judgment of posterity to appre- 
ciate the merits of Jerome as a translator. His contempora- 
ries condemned what they ought to liave approved and ap- 
plauded." Tyndaie deserves to he lield in grateful memoiy by 
all who speak the English language for his noble eiforts to 
supply tlie people of England with an intelligible translation 
of God's Holy Truth, which he made the object of his life. 
He was persecuted unto death for those efforts, but he accom- 
plished his purpose with a remarkable success, considering the 
hindrances thrown in his way. Nincteen-twentieths of the 
purities and beauties of the common version, which are ascribed 
to the forty ti-analators of King James's vei-sion, are due to the 
learning and skill of Tyndaie. And Jerome is entitled to no 
ordinary praise for his beneficent labors m producing the 
Vulgate. 

These lessons of the past should not be forgotten. The 
labors of those who are endeavoring to procure a faithful ver- 
sion of the Word of God for the present English race should 
be assisted and promoted by all who love the truth of God 
more than all othei- tilings. Those timid souls, those time- 
serving tiinnnei-s, whose apprehensions are awakened with the 
fable that evil will come if men lose their confidence in King 
James's vei«ion, should keep their clamor for some useful pur- 
pose, if any can bo found for it. One of the most distinguished 
doctors of divinity of the Methodist Church in this country ; 
one of the most learned and able biblical critics in that denoui- 
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ination, in speaking of such chamcters as we have named, 
Bays: "It is painful to the liberal and candid mind to revert 
to the prejudices and opposition which such inquifies" [what 
says the inspired text?] "liave met with hi former times, 
witliin the bosom of tlie Church itself, and it ia mortifying to 
catch, now and then, from modem Chi-istians, an echo of the 
aame narrow sentiments. Even ministers, authors, and editors 
are occasionally found who openly decry or pivately discour- 
a-^e such pursuits, from tlie mistaken notion that tliey weaken 
the popular reverence for the Word of God. Eevelation needs 
no such defenders , it seeks no lurking-place ; it fears no in- 
vesftgation. EiTor alone can suffer hy an exiimination of evi- 
dence. It is the hight of fanatical folly to clmg to any system 
of hehcf wliich wo ai-e not willing to submit to the most 
searclung test of facts. If the Bible will not hear the closest 
scrutiny that a fair criticism can apply, then we are free to 
confess it unwortliy of our confidence. On the contmy, it 
has always triumphed after such an ordeal; and it is these 
very labors of biblical critics that have established the sub- 
stanti-d and wondLrfiil icemncy of the text of Scripture on a 
basis of ceit-imty whidi the ca.vils of infidels can never here- 
aitei ihake " 

Now we ask why iH these treasures of biblical knowledge, 
of tiuth, of nil Uic kndmarks ol God's highway i-mong men, 
arc githered f)i sdiolarq exclusively? Why is it laudable, 
why I'- it woi-tliy of i\\ praise to undertake and pursue thes< 
hbor=! toi the beneht of the learned ; and why are the ui.- 
deitakmg and puisuit of these labors for the benefit of the 
ma<<ses of the people conaidtred worthy only of detraction, 
misiepresentation, evd judgi-nent, and evil doing? Ia the 
homaf,e of the heiit, is tlio pni=;e of tlie hps, is the obedi- 
ence to the revelled wdl of God on the part of a doctor 
of divmity moil, gntcful to Jehovah, more acceptable to Him, 
than on the part of the immblest soul on God's foot-stool? 
The "common" people of Berea were nobler than others. 
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they searched the Word of God. ApoUos was 
mighty in, i/ie riyocaled mill of God. The Coiossians were . 
directed to "let the Word ot" God dwell in them richiy," 
The leaves of the Word of God are the leaves of thosn 
trees of life which John saw in his visions. "Man shall 
not live by bread alone, but by even/ word that proccedetli 
oat of the month of God." The^e ire the utteiances of inspi- 
ration; tliese were the intentions of the Holy Spiiit, at a timo 
wlien no one in the body of Christ attempted to binder the 
career of the Word of God. We ire standing in tlie midst 
of different times. Men can now be found who know that 
the people of this country have not the fullness, the pm'ity of 
the Word of God, and can lift then ann of threatening toward 
those who are detei-mined to ''ecuie tint boon foi the English 
race, if human agencies can accomplish it. It is almost im- 
possible to open any work written by a biblical scliolar that ia 
not full of evidences that, instead of the pure truth of God for 
the people, we have a very faulty ti-anslation of it, by transla- 
tors who had not a perfect text from which a pure vereion 
could be made; who often utterly misconceived wliat the Holy 
Spn'it said ; who made comipt uses of their opportunities, and 
after sentiments,' as of divine origin, whicli God never counte- 
nanced ; who often supplied words tiiat nothing can justify, ag 
was proved in a seiTuon at the Second Presbyterian Church, 
on Lord's Day, the 24fh of Febniory; and who mark, as prob- 
ably spurious, passages which recent labors have found to be 
among tiie purest and best established utterances of the Holy 
Spirit, The liighest authorities in biblical learning among 
Episcopalians, Presbyterians, and Methodists, unite in bearing 
witness to these facts, and no witness disputes their trath. Let 
us summon a few witnesses to these truths, and hear- wliat 
they have to say. Bishop Lowth, of tlie Church of England, 
in his notes to Isaiah, p^e 132, London edition, in recording 
the recovery of a Hebrew word tliat was not in the text from 
whicli .King James's translators revised, says. "I have en- 
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deavored to set this matter in a clear light, as it is the first 
example (in Isaiali's prophecy) of a whole word lost oat of the 
text, of which tlie reader will find many other jplain exanir- 
plei in tlie course of these notes." 

Dr. Adam Clarke, of the Methodist Church, says— -and his 
words should burn themselves into tlie very heart of hearts of 
all who wish to he faithful to God and man, for God will hold 
all to strict accountability : "Most of the advantages which our 
•unbelievers have aj^eared to have over certain passages of 
Scripture, have arisen from an inaccurate or false translation 
of the terms of the original, and an appeal to this lios geiie-^ 
rally silenced these gainsayers.^ But we have five clergymen 
pleading for a continuance of all these evils, which biblical 
ciitieisni proclaims, instead of pleading, as faithful devotees of 
God's tmth, for an extension of those means which enable 
sebolai-s to "silence gainsayers." Why should not the masses 
of t]ie people be so armed with ' ' tlie sword of the Spirit, which 
is the Word of God," that they may "silence gainsayers?" 
Wi!! our five clergymen answei- that plain question? He who 
teaches a pious mind one new trath of Jeiiovali's revelation, 
imbues tliat mind with additional power and grace ; iie who 
undertakes to veil or obscure one passage of the inspiied ivonl 
from the understanding of men, is a friend neither to God or 
man. But if one new truth of the inspli-ed text, or one tmth 
once obscure, but now clear and tangible, is thus important, 
wliat must be the importance of thousands, given as God gave 
them, and disrobed of tlie rubbish with which man's devices 
have covered them I And the united voice of all biblical ait- 
jcism bears testimony to the existence of the evils we have 
named in King James's version, and is equally unanimous in 
the declai-ation tliat all these evils can be remedied. Let us 
look at two authorities on this subject. 

Conybeare and Howson, two distinguished ministei-s of tho 
Churcli of England, have recently published a work entitled 
"The Life and Epistles of St. Paul." It has heeii Iiailecl v,-i;;i 
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acclamation everywiicre, by the learaed, as one of the noblest 
momiments of biblical ciif icLsm ever erected by learning. The 
highest authorities in periodical criticism among Presbyterians 
and Episcopalians liave bestowed upon the work the ivanneat 
approbation, and the authors deserve the lasting gratitude of 
all scholars for the floods of light they have throwii upon the 
New Testament. In a vast number of instances, tliey conchr- 
sively establish the existence of the very faulty condition of 
ihe text used by King James's translators, and in many other 
instances show the bad use made of the text tliat was in the 
hands of those translators. Thus, for an example, in 2d Co- 
rinthians xi. 25, Conybeare and Howson say: "The true 
meaning is lost in the authorized version, and is similarly lost 
in the Sermon on the Mount, Matthew vii. 25, 27." In 
Paul's discourse at Antioch, in Pisidia, a metaphor more beau- 
tiful than any thing in Demosthenes or Cicero, is entirely lost 
in the authorized version. Again, these authors, on Eamaua, 
lit, 25, after giving the Greek text, say; " The tnutransla- 
Hon which is in the axdhonsed version entirely alters the 
Tneaning." These are but specimens of many hiuidreds of 
such instances given by these renowned biblical scholai-s. 

Again, the Religious Tract Society of England, composed 
of what are called evangelical sects, established 1799, have 
recently produced an "Annotated Paragj-aph Bible," wliich 
should command the favor of the English world. It is not 
saying too much lo say, tliat if such a Bible Iiad been in the 
hands of the English race one hundred years ago, Christianitv 
would have been immensely advanced over the world, and in 
the hearts and pi-actices of myriads, beyond what it is. The 
increasing knowledge of the English people in Bible mattera 
demanded a Bible worthy of the text of inspiration , and the 
"Religious Tract Hociety" have furnished one, for wliich they 
deserve the highest honor. That society makes a multitade 
of improved ver=iion=! in lieu of the faulty ones of King James's 
work. A. gii'st iiiinibiT of tliosc improved revisions are inval- 
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liable, and wili prove a precious boon to all who love the puro 
light of (he Bible. The revisions are numerous fliroughout 
the ivork. For example, the new ti'analations in the five books 
of Moses alone amount to thi-ee hundred and fifty-seven. In 
Isaiah, they amount to two hundred and sixty-five- And this 
invaluable sen-ice has been rendered to Ihe English people by 
the bretliren of the five clergymen, who, if tiicy wei-e able to 
prevent it, would permit no such service to be rendered to the 
Ameiican people. And the Church of England, recently at a 
meeting of both Houses of Convocation of Canterbury, at 
Westminster, has given notice of a motion for all the objects 
announced by the Bible Union for a revision of the Holy 
Scriptiu'cs. And while suiTOunded by such a host of over- 
whelming testimonies and facts, five clei-gymen of Louisville 
have deliberately set themselves to the work of perpetuating 
the existence of a faulty version of God's Word. But the 
vast treasures of biblical knowledge, accumulated by the 
labors of the learned, must and will stand m the text of 
God's inspiration, and all the opposition that clerical zeal can 
command will not only not prevent it, but wiU not even 
obstruct the work. The enterprise is safely beyond the reach 
of its caviling opponents. From the days of the Apostles to 
the pixisent moment, there lias not been a Bible Society of 
holier, purer, and nobler purposes; there liave been none more 
, perfectly of one mind and heart, than the Bible Union , and 
its members will caiTy the work forward, no matter witat may 
be the sacrifice demanded. Amidst the immense arrav of 
witnesses among all tlie sects, who point out clearly the line 
of duty in this holy, this sacred enterprise of the Bible Union, 
tlie voice of inspiration speaks in terms that can not be mis- 
understood. Moses teaches, that if we know a matter unoti 
whicli we should testify, and the time comes for us to bear 
Irsfimony, and we do it not, we shall be guilty. If we warn 
not men of the pure counsel of God, and they die in tliei]' 
wrong doinjj. tlieir blood, Jehovah says, will be required ni 
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OUT hands. But if we warn the wicked, and they turn not, 
and die in their wrong doing, we have delivered our Bouls. 
The King of Heaven is not among the enemies of Bible revi- 
Rion. Do our clerical friends imagine that they can crush the 
life out of an entei-prise vitalized by sucli principles as wo 
liave named ? Archfoishop Newcome, one of the most learned 
and devoted lovers of the Bible that lias lived since the Apos- 
tles, in his "Historical View of Translations," says "Wore 
a version of the Eil)le executed in a manner suitable to the 
magnitude of the undertaking, such a measure Aiould have a 
dii-ect tendency to establish tha faith of tJioitmnds, to open 
then- understandings, to wami their hearts, tu enliven their 
devotions, and to delight their imaginations." And to the 
accomplishment of these results, the Bible Union will devote 
a!i their eartlily powers that may be necessaiy. All the dci*- 
gymen that can be induced to oppose it can not malce the cause 
even pause in its progi-ess. 

There are a few nnaettled items between the Bible Revision 
Association and our clerical fi.-icnds, to which we shall now 
addi-ess ourselves. They seem to think tliat a sneer fi-om 
them is quite sufficient to snuff out the Edinburgh Keview. 
The article on Tle\'ision, in that Review, was written by a 
bibhcal scholar thoroughly acqoaint-ed with the whole subject. 
Eveiy paragrap'i of the writer shows the hand of a master, 
and the article exhibits an intimate acquaintance witli the 
masters of ancient and modem theology. This writer appeals 
to witnesses who adorn tJie Church of England universities 
and pulpits, and to Selden, the most learned mam in the 
"Westminster Assembly, which made tlie Presbyterian Confes- 
sion of Faifh. And how do oiu- live clerical friends meet the 
overwhelming tacts witnessed by these witnesses? They say : 
<' To exhibit the just force of this testimony, it would be well 
to show us how far that work is really friendly to our holy re- 
ligion, as undei-stood and embraced by evangelical Ciiristians." 
Ave not Jowctt, of Baliol CoUege, Scldcn, "the glory of Eng- 
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land," the autlior of tlic "Homily on Eeading of the Scrip- 
tures," Hartwell Home, the present Archbishop of Canterbury, 
the Rev. Aithur Stanley, Pi-ofeasor Scholefield, Bishop Hors- 
ley, and " The Heligiou^ Tract Society," " really friendly to 
our holy religion, as understood and embraced by evangelical 
Chiistiana?" If they are not, oui- clerical friends should let 
the world know who are. The authorities we have named are 
appealed to in the Edinburgh Review, and sustain all it says. 
But OUT clerical fiienda have no confidence in their own ideas 
of "the just force of this testimony." In their distress, they 
summon Mr. Newman as an authority ; yet neither of the tlve 
clergymen considers him " i-eally friendly to our holy religion, 
as understood and embraced by evangelical Chiistians." But 
the legs of the lame are not equal. Our clerical friends ap- 
peal to Mr. Newman to prove a point that is not in the contro- 
versy—the excellence of the EngUsli of the common version. 
But cei-tainly they are aware tliat tiiat English has been 
greatly altered since Kuig James's day; and excellent as they 
may say it is, neither of the five clergymen would use all the 
speech of that version, either in the pulpit nor in society. 
Why did they not appeal to their firiend in need, Mr. Newman, 
on the character of the translation ? He is quite as good an 
authority in the one case as in tlie other ; and the law says, 
if tliey reject their witness in one thing, they must in all. 

Again the clergj-men say: "Can the Bible Eevision Asso- 
ciation assure us that the Gospel of om' Lord and Saviour 
Jesus Christ, with its blessed institutions, as pious Baptists 
and other Christian people in Eui'ope and America hold and 
love it, is any more an object of respect with these ie\ieweis 
than the old English Bible?" Now, it these eleigimcn 
wished to make an evil charge, why did thej cloak the desire 
under the foi-m of such a query V Thej n cU knew that they 
had not one fact on whieli to base the charge thus m^muited. 
The Edinburgh Review is in the fiftieth ycir of it? existence, 
:iiid these clergymen can not place thcu fiiy is on me iilnle 
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111 its pages tliat is opposed to Cbriatianity. A multitude of 
ai-ticles in favor of the Bible have appeared in its pages, Wc 
challenge contradiction to these statements. And we add; 
that many of the bright lights of Episcopalianism and Pres- 
byterianism have sowgbt the services of that renowned head 
of literature as a means of advocating Christianity. One of 
the celebrities of Scotch Presbyterianism is the principal con- 
tributor to the Review. We allude to Henry Eogers, the 
author of a work of great renown, called " Reason and Faith," 
which first appeared in :the Edinburgh Eeview. He is aiso the 
author of the " Eclipse of Faith." Verily our clerical friends 
must have been in sore distress when they resorted to such an 
attack upon that Review, in order to shimk the cmshing force 
of its authorities, factw, and reasonings, upon revision. They 
should remember that they aie now before the intelligent 
people of Kentucky, who are not very likely to be deceived 
by such snares as these. One who knew the people well, 
said '. " They are seldom wrong in their opinions ; in their 
sentiments, they are never mistaken." We should be pleased 
to see these five gentlemen agree upon a common definition of 
what they mean by "the Gospel of our Lord and Saviour 
Jesus Christ, with its blessed institutions." What is the 
gospel with one, is not with another of tliesc five clergymen ; 
and what are "its blessed institutions" with one, ai-e not with 
the others. They are in a delightful state of harmony to sit 
in judgment upon the piety of the Edinburgh Review ! 

These five liarmonious cleigymen are shocked at tlie idea 
that Baptists, and tliose Christians whom they politely, coui^ 
teously, and piously insult with the epithet of Campbeilites, 
should be united in the cause of revision- It is marvelous in 
their eyes that the two should have waived their differences ! 
Could they not have found a gi'eater wond^ to marvel over 
by looking in upon themselves ? Three varying phases of one 
human creed — tlie Westminster Confession, with scarcely any 
common bond, one representative of the Thivty-nine Articles, 
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■wlio would admit neither of his eo-workcra into his pulpit, ami 
a representative of the Discipline of the Methodist Chui-cli 
South— are handed together in opposition to the Bible Union's 
efforts to procure a iaithM translation in English of the in- 
spired text for the enhghtenmeiit of the people—a blessing 
they have never enjoyed; and these tive liarmonies shake then: 
heads in melancholy grandenr over the fact that two denomina- 
tions .liave waived theii differences! Consistency, thou art a 
jewel'. This coolness is too unseasonable to be interesting or 
refreshing. Our clerical friends admonish us tliat no one in 
putting on his armor should boast like hun that taketh it off- 
Oui- admonitors should bear in mind that some pci-sons may 
lm,ve no gi-eat reason for boasting even when they take off ihciv 
armor. 

Our clerical friends roundly asseri that the object of the 
l?ible Union is to get some change made in the rendering of 
the Greek word haptiso, and, without the semblance of proof, 
they dedans that a foregone conclusion. We have already 
thssipated the statement to the winds, in showing that a ma- 
jority of the Board who are to make the final decision of the 



text as it is to go to press f 



Our cleiical 



friends are in a very awkward dilemma. We have shoivn by 
ample testimony, complete indeed, that the Bible Union has 
made no contract whatever for the translation of any specifieti 
ivord ; and here is the dilemma of our clerical debaters they 
must either prove their unqualified assation by some testimony 
that is not known to any body connected with the Bible Union, 
or they must rest tlieir assertion upon the feet that a contract 
to faithfully transfer- every word of the insphed text, by honest 
English words, must necessarily result in some cliange of the 
present word baptize. On one of these horns of the dilemma 
they have liung themselves, and we commend the case to their 
consciences. 

The Bible Union is cheered in its progi-ess by thousands of 
pious hearts and lioly hands. It Ims gafhcred strength from 
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this clerical war, and it will be happy if the war continues. 
We sliall give the people the enjoyment in the Bible whicli the 
author of Poiynietis found in studying the classics through 
the remains of ancient architecture and paintings. He says : 
"The chief use I have found in tliis sort of study has not 
been so much in discovering what was wholly unknown as in 
strengthening and beautifying ivhat was known before, "When 
the day was so much overcast just now, you saw all the same 
objects you do at present— these ti^ees, that river, the forest on 
tlie left liand, and those spreading vales to the right , but now 
tlie son is broke out, you see all of them more clearly and 
with more pleasiu-e. It shows scarce any thing that you did 
not see before ■, but it gives a new life and lusti'e to every 
thing tliat you did see."' King James's vei-sion is under a 
eiouded sky, in a diizzling atmosphere ; the revised Bible will ■ 
show the sloping vales, the rolling rivQ-s, the lofty forests, and 
llie majestic mount iiin heights of God's inspiration in the full 
blaze of the raericlian sun. 

James Edmt!nds. 

T. S. Bell. 

p. S.— Since tlie foregoing was in type, we have seen the 
publication oi' the Ist of March, made by the five clergymen 
appointed to oppose a revision of tlie Holy Scriptmes. In our 
article of next Tuesday, we shall examine tliat remarkable 
document, and we are sm-e that we can satisfy every dispas- 
sionate mind that even if all its statements were con-ect, which 
we regret to say they are not, there is not one sentence in tlie 
euth-e publication titat has the least bearing on the Revision 
question. We pledge oui-seives to make these declarations 
good next Tuesday. May we suggest to our clerical fiiends 
a revision of at least one of their statements before we do it 
for them 2 They will gain nothing by waiting for us to do it- 
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NUMBER VI 



A BIBLE FAITHFUL TO THE INSPIRED TEXT. — ITS ENEMIESj 
WHO ARE THEY? 

Aechbishop Whately, in illuafrating tlie Various forms of 
iynoruiio dancM in logic, speaks of one kind "in which the 
respondent finds it more serviceable to diRprove sonie j^art 
of that which is requiied, and dwell on that, snpprcBSing all 
the re&t. Thus, if a university is charged with cultivating 
only the mere elements of mathematics, and in reply a list of 
books studied there is produced, shoidd even any one of those 
books be not dementary, the diarge is in fairness refuted; but 
the sophist may then eani^tly contend that some of those 
books are elementary, and thus keep out of sight the real 
question, via., whether they ai-e all so." Our five clencal 
friends, who arc attempting to arrest the revision of the Bible, 
Iia,ve given the readers of their publication ot March l.-it an 
extended display of thj,t method of disputation, as we sliall 
now proceed to show. The means by which the objects and 
designs of any organization are to be discovered and settled 
are through its constitution and laws. The constitution and 
laws of the Bible Union, in all their completeness, have been 
before the public for the past Jive years. No attempt lias 
been made to conceal any of those fundamental features ; but, 
on the contrary, all possible publicity has been given to them. 
Tmth has been piled upon truth, fact has been heaped upon 
fact, in such a manner as to make the platform of the Bible 
Union perfectly familiar to the public mind. We hold that 
this platfonn is mvulnerable to attack from any quarter. The 
five Louisville clergymen have not even attempted to assail 
any one principle proclaimed by the Bible Union ; yet every 
one who has read the two decretals they have issued knows 
that they would be intensely gratified if they could find one 
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salient point in the constitution, organization, or platfonn of 
the Bible Union, against which tliey could direct an assault. 
The enmity is wUling, but the power is weak. And we feel 
amply assured that the Bible i-evision movement can not be 
assaOed by any one truth or iact in the possession of these 
clergymen. Let us test this deelaiation by notoiious facts- 
The Bible Union says There is mi, and time never has 
ieeti, an Engluh version of the Jloly Scriptures faithful, m 
all rejects, to Uie inspired origiml. . Now, if these gentle- 
men know of one such version, they can praduee it, and we 
are silenced ; the revision movement is at an end. If these 
clerical gentlemen can find any such version, their appointed 
task of anniiiilating the revision cause becomes one of the easi- 
est and cheapest of laboi-s. Again the Bible Union says, that 
EXng Jamesh version is condemned, in very many places, by 
the highest authorities in all t/i£ leading sects. The five cler- 
gymen do not and can not deny that truth. The Bible Union 
says, thai the masses of the people who speak English are 
fvUy mtitled to have the viterances of the inspired text in 
as dear, full, definite, and hitelligiUe terms as the masses 
Jiad them in the original languages. The five clftrgymcn do 
not, can not controvert that tnitL The Bible Union says, 
that sJtolarshp or the mmns of sacred philology are able to 
make as perfect a representative in English of the inspired 
te^t at, any tiandaiion can he a representative of the ideas 
of an original Our clerical friends do not dispute tliat truth, 
because, it they were to do so, they would virtually destroy 
all usefdness of the entire text of inspiration, so far as the 
English race is concerned. Now, in order to give the people 
of the English lace the benefit of these principles in a practi- 
»a! way, the Bible Union made a constitution, founded upon 
this living frutli. "The Word of God shall be translated 
into all langut^es, SO as most clearly to expi-ess to the people 
the exact sense of the original or inspired text, without refer- 
ence to tilt tPnLt-. or practices of any sect or pai-ty in Cliris- 
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tendoiii." That trutli is broad cnougli to bold every Christian 
on this earth wlio loves bis Maker and Redeemer more than 
he does his party. These five clergymen can easily step upon 
that platform, if they desire to take a liand in securing a ver- 
Hion of the Bible faitliful in all respects to the original. In 
tlic most intimate acquaintance they may foiin ■with the Bible 
Union, in its most secret archives, they will not find one prin- 
ciple or practice that is in the least degi'ce inconsistent mth 
the broad trnth announced above. Come in, gentlemen; you 
will create more joy in heaven and on earth by manfully 
struggling for a fiiithful vei-sion of the Word of God, than by 
derkally fighting for a faulty one. Inasmuch as you do not 
even call in question one principle or truth announced by the 
Bible Union, wliat have you to fight about? Do you really 
know? Surely you do not suppose that you are fighting the 
Bible Union in assailing some of its members; for you know 
that there is not one organization of men under the heavens 
that can truly and honestly be measured by any thing but its 
constitution and laws. You may try individuals by tlie con- 
stitution or laws, but you cannot tiy the constitution and laws 
by individuals. Thus, when infidelity undertakes to measure 
Chi'istianity by some of its professors, our five clei-gyraen can 
easily detect the fallacy. They appeal to the institution aa 
founded by Jesus Christ, and the laws ordained by the Apos- 
tles. Take another example: Suppose a Judaising teacher 
had gone to Antioch immediately after the diiSculiy between 
Paul and teta-, and announced that the Gentiles must submit 
to Moses: the "pure Bible speech" brethren at Antioch would 
meet the doctrine by an appeal to the constitution — the decree 
of the apostles, elders, and congregation at Jerusalem, on the 
Mosaic point. But the Judaiser, in the very lynoratio elencki 
of our five clergymen, would ignore even the existence of such 
a document, and insist that Peter was the head and heart of 
Christianity, the foremost man in the cause, and that he had 
licen recently at Antioch refusing to acknowledge the baptised 
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liat uncircumcised gentiles as Christiana. Thus, thougli 
crushed <^own by Uie mountain-load of testimony, our Ju- 
(iaiser managed still to carry on a verbal campaign. 

But let ua pursue one clerical friends tlirough all the sinuos- 
ities of their logic. We have shown all the principles of the 
Bible Union, against no one of which do our clerical dispu- 
tants utter one dissenting word. Now what is the Bible 
Union? It is a i-egularly organized body of Clu'istian people, 
who stand perfectly fail- in society as honest, upright people 
before God and man. There is not a Bible Society in the 
world that has sti-onger claims upon the confidence of every 
pious man and woman on earth. But tliis society is not able, 
of itseif, to make a pure version of the Word of God, and 
lias not attempted it. Where is tlie capacif;y for this essential 
work to be found? The unammous voice of the world says it 
exists exclusively in men of learning. The Bible Union, 
therefore, constituted a Board of Eevisei^, consisting generally 
of the most learned biblical scholai-s that could be foimd iu 
Europe or Amaica , and many of the highest dignitaries in 
the various denominations assisted tlie Bible Union in findmg 
the best scholars in their ranks. We ai-e debtors to Episco- 
pilians. Church of Enghmd men, Presbyterians of diverse 
names, and Methodists, for the assistance given us in finding 
thdr mkolars. To this Board of Revisers the entire subject of 
translation is committed, and it has full and independent con- 
trol of tliat whole department. It decides upon the text that 
is to be printed as the version secured by the Bible Union, 
and is in no way hampered by the Union, except in the re- 
quirement of fidelity to God and man. The Board consists 
of upwards of forty men of unsullied character- as men, and 
they ai-e recognized as aioong tlie most learned men of this or 
of any other age. And so little idea did the managers of the 
Bible Union have that their object was to procure, as the five 
clergymen assert, a translation merely of the word la;pt^o, 
that this Board of Revisers, this jury of faithful versions, 1o 
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wlioni the whole responsibility is given, is so constituted that 
it has a large majority of Pedobaptists in it. If the assertion 
of these clergymen as to the objects of the Bible Union had 
even a shadow of evidence to rest upon, would not this fact 
be conclusive against their assertion ? 

No one has any control over this Board, either in its delib- 
erations or acts. The Bible Union has confidence in the men 
who compose it, and has submitted to it the entire question of 
translation, withont attempting to hamper any man in the 
Board with a single sectarian or party thread. Our iive cleri- 
cal friends do not deny any of these finiths, they can not con- 
trovei-t one of them. Those wlio may not have read then- 
production of March 1st, may feel curious to know, under 
these circumstances, how these gentlemen manage to argue. 
They can not assail the Bible Union with one truth or fact, 
and how can they make a show even of controversy ? Why, 
witli the most impertm-bable gravity, they undci-take to batter 
down the impregnable bulwarks of the Bible Union by pub- 
lishing the opinion of Dr. Spencer Cone on the proper i-ender- 
ing of the Greek word laj^tiso, and by assei-ting that Alexan- 
dei- Campbell made a translation of the New Testament. Let 
no one suppose that we are losing sight of the dignity of the 
revision cause, and imagine that we are jesting "We are 
uttpring the words of soberness and ti'uth. "Why," sava 
some straightforward man, not expert in the ways of dodging, 
"what have those two tilings to do with the question of revi- 
sion ? The five clergymen might as well have quoted CtCh. 
Jackson's proclamation on the South Carolina difficulty, and 
have said that Napoleon died at St, Helena." Certainly they 
might have done quite as well with these two items of the 
past , they have quite as much bearing on the question befom 
the pubKc. Yet those gentlemen could not have inflicted a 
gi-eater shower of words than they did on this little piece ot 
false logic if they had been recording the discovery of a neiv 
continent. Dr, Cone had and Alexander Campbell ha^ strong 
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and well settieil convictions as to tlie meaning of the wort! 
haptuo ; but when a tribunal of learned men of integrity waa 
established to decide all questions of transition, Dr. Cone and 
Alexander Campbell at once went into the Bible Union, and 
showed that they were willing, in a meek and qniet spii-it, to 
submit haptiso, with all the other words of tlie Bible, to the 
ti-ibunal of i-evision. Would it be discreditable to these five 
Pedobaptist clergymen to imitate tbe example? If they arc 
as well convinced of the strength of their view of the meaning 
of the word haptiso-^ upon which they lurp so much, as they 
say Dr. Cone and Alexander Campbell wa-e, why not submit 
their case to the adjudication of this learned tiibunal? Their 
Pedobaptist brethren lai'gely predominate in this boai-d of ad- 
judication. Are they afraid of tlieir own brethren and of their 
own scholars? All questions of life, libci-ty, and property, 
are amenable, in this country, to tribunals erected by the 
people, and the award of justice depends upon the purity of 
constitutions, laws, and courts, and not upon the wishes or 
hopes of litigants. If a litigant begins to abuse a respectable 
jury before it utters a sign of its award common sense would 
say tliat such 1 1 1 ^a t Je!t tl at I s ca se Wd desj e ate. 

The Bible U on ^ in ti e exict o d t o of tl e tiibunals 
of the Amer can \ eople m its !e^d ^ poii ts It 1 as a con- 
stitution, laws an 1 1 compete t ti b il fo lev s o , and the 
purity of thes f n Ui e ital peso ot tl e B bl Union is 
not challenged or controverted by the iive clergymen. "Wby, 
then, are they not wdling to seek justice as other men do ? 
Granted tliat the opinions of Dr. Cone and of Alexander Camp- 
bell on immersion are sti-ong, can they not make their opin- 
ions equally as strong on sprinkling? If tliey can, they will 
be equally potential with Dr. Cone and Alexander Campbell 
in guiding or biasing the learned jury who have charge of the 
whole case? If they can not, the deficiency is not chargeable 
to tlie Bible Union. The revision juiy will not settle tho 
character of a word or pin-asc by the wishes of any paitizaii 



,y Google 



TO GOD IN THE 



or sectarian, or of any numfcer of such f^.-.^—.- - — 

plans and rales are faise and unconsUtational, or our transk- 
tors are incompetent or bribed, each word and phrase of the 
inspired test wiU be faithfully dealt with. If hapti^ should 
be translated by the word immerse, it will be, under the gen- 
eral law i-eqtuiing fidelity to God and man, a law which no 
man impeaches ; and it will be done by a board that lias a 
large majority of Pedobaptists in it. It would not require one 
Iialf the courage on the part of tliese clergymen to do as Dr. 
Cone and Alexander Campbell have done — to lay down ail 
tlieir preconceived notions at the feet of this tribunal and await 
its award, as it docs to be stemming the ton-ent of troth and 
fact that is roaring in their ears in this disenssion. If they 
refuse this honest proposition, may not public opinion turn 
upon themselves the weapon they have been prodigally using 
upon the Bible Union, and settle down upon the conviction 
that the opposition of tlie five clergymen to the Bible Union 
enterprise liaa not arisen from a study of the movement in its 
aims, pinciples, and measures, but from a seotarian jealousy 
on their pai't in regard to the rendering of a smgle word ? 

To that point, gentlemen, you have brought yourselves, and 
there you must liang. The revision enterprise is a general 
work, extending from Genesis to the close of the Revelations, 
and it is cai-ried on by general principles. It knows nothing 
of single words, as such, ilay not a shrewd public detect 
the fact that the opposes of this work are consciously or un- 
conscionsly acting the part of sectarians in dii'ecting aU their 
opposition to a single point of translation wHch may possibly 
affect their sectarian positions and standards? While offi- 
ciously attempting to pull the mote of partyism out of the 
eyes of their brethren, may not their own vision be obscured 
by a beam of sectarianism? Look at these things, gentlemen. 
Ton charge that the rendering of the word baj>tizo is a fore- 
gone conclusion. How can you assert any thuig of that kindV 
The tribunal that is to decide it for the Bible Union lias not 
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given tlie least hint as to what is to be its decision, and liow 
can you announce its foi-egone conclusion ? Siiould you not, 
as clergymen, pay some little attention to the proprieties of 
fact, and assert nothing that you can not prove? The opin- 
ions of Dr. Cone and of Alexander Campbell upon haptino or 
any other words of the Bible, can not sway, bias, or coerce 
the revision tiibunal — winch has all this matter in its hands — 
any further than those opinions may be based on clearly estab- 
lished truth and philological authorities. As clergymen, you 
i«rtainly do not object to this E\en if the boai-d of reyisera 
rtliould see the opinions of Dr. Cone and of Alexander Camp- 
bell on the word baptizo, may it not also see your fresh, ori- 
^nal, conclusive, and overwhelming arguments and statements 
on baptism, with which you have embellished your two articles 
against revision, and be converted? May you not, gentlemen, 
liave overwhelmed the board of revises by your cogent rea- 
soning upon baptism? It is not the Baptists nor the Chris- 
tians that are trying to create an outside pi'cssure upon the 
jury to wrin^; the verdict from that body. It is a portion of 
the Pedobaptist clergy that are exercising tlieir timidity and 
fears in this way. But if our clerical friends have fully 
swept the i-evisional tribunal into their logical vortex, what 
becomes of their gaudy rhetoric about Spencer Cone as "the 
head and heart" of this work, wlien he was not even a mem- 
ber of the board of revisers ? And what becomes of their 
assertions respecting Alexander Campbell's position? He is 
bat one man in the tribunal, where their bretliren are largely 
in the maprityl But they assert that he made a translation 
of tlie New Testament to suit himself. Suppose he did: what 
has that to do with the i-evision question? Hnndi-eds of the 
brethren of these clergymen have translated the New Testa- 
ment, and certainly our clerical friends will not claim that they 
hold a patent for the business. John Wesley revised the New 
Testament to suit liimself ; but that did not seal his lips upon 
the Bible, nor paralyze his actions. The Metlio3ist book con- 
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cems throughout the country print, sell, and circulate this 
revised New Testament, revised by one man, who had not 
such advantages of biblical scholarship as the humblest scliolar 
on the revision jury of the Bible Union possesses. And. here 
is a stationed Methodist preacher- denouncing in the papers 
some of the best scholarship in the word for doing what the 
founder of his Chureh did, without a murmur irom his lips. 
Every blow that he aims at Alexander- Campbell's head on the 
subject of ti-anslating the New Testament, falls lieavily on the 
head of John Wesley. All the denunciation he lavishes on 
the Bible Union falls furiously on the Methodist book concerns 
of this country. If, as this preacher tries to teach in the 
newspapers, the Bible Union has no right to revise the Holy 
Scriptures, John "Wesley had no right to do it ; but if the 
Methodist book concerns have a right to print and di'culate a 
i-evised New Testament, tlie Bible Union has an equal right 
to do a bettei- tiling. Alexander Campbell lias as much right 
to translate tlie New Testament as the Episcopal Church has 
to use, two vaiying versions of the Psalms; and he had quite 
as much right to do this a« any one of these five clergymen 
has to stand up in the pulpit and translate portions of the Bible 
to suit himself— a luxury these gentlemen use whenever they 
please. If, because Alexander Campbell made a ti-ans!ation 
of the New Testament, his lips are to be sealed on revision, 
then, by parity of reasoning, the lips of at least four of these 
clergymen should be sealed on the subject, for they make 
translations of the Scriptures whenever the humor seizes them. 
It is a bad rule tltat will not run parallel lines. These five 
clergymen seem to teach that if a man has ever been engaged 
in the business of translation, he is disqualified from translat- 
ing. Thus tiiey reproduce an equivalent of the maternal idea 
expressed in the pi-ohibition to the son against gomg into the 
water until he had learned to swim ! 

The public may not be aware of the truth that the asser- 
tion of these five clergymen, that Alexander Campbell ti.ins- 
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iated the New Testament, lias no fotuidation in fact. As 
small aa tlie matter may appear to i-easoning and intelligent 
minds, we must say tliat Alexander Campbell neyer translated 
the New Testamrait, aa these five clergymen assert he did. 
He ptMisfied a New Testament translated by two Presbyte- 
rian divines, wbo are among the brightest biblical intellects 
the Church of Scotland ever possessed, and by a doctor of 
divinity of the Congregational Church, a species of Presbyte- 
rian Church. George Campbell, the pioneer mind in biblical 
science, and one of the most remarkable intellects that has 
been devoted to the Bible, translated the four Gt^pels of 
Alexander Campbell's publication. Jas. McKnight, prolocu- 
tor of the Pi-esbytenan General Assembly of Scotland for 
nearly thirty yeai-s, and one of the best biblical scholars Icnown 
to h^tory, ti-anslated the epistles of Alesandei- Campbell's 
publication. Philip Doddridge translated the Acts of the 
Apostles of that publication. The work of these three trans- 
lators constituted the book which these pains-taking and accu- 
rate clergymen call Alexander Campbell's translation. 

We suggested to our clerical friends, last Tuesday, the pro- 
priety of revising some of their statements, rather than to 
leave for us that work. We have just revised the statement 
of these five clergymen made about Alexander Campbell's 
translation. That one now to be revised is of a gi'aver cast. 
In the anxiety of these gentlemen to press Dr. Cone into their 
service, they hare asaibed to him, in quotation marks, senti- 
ments which he never uttei-ed by mouth or pen, and which no 
body but these clergymen ever reported on him. We know 
what we are saying. Now let these gentlemen produce evi- 
dence to sustain them, or make public reparation for the wrong 
done to Dr. Cone. It is bad enough to thus attempt to wrong 
the living ; it is worse to invade the sanctity of the tomb. 

These clergymen, in the face of the Rev. Eicliard Fuller's 
own recent publications, and of the notorious fact that he is 
President of the Maryland I-le\"ision Association, to both of 
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wliich facts we referred these gentlemen, liave the hardihood, 
in their article of March 1st, to again claim him as an enemy 
to revision. Such conduct needs no comment. Tlie fivst an- 
nouncement might set up the weak plea that it was a sin of 
ignorance, Tlie second can seeli no cloak of that kind. ■'As 
a spedmcn of clei'ical courtesj, it is duly appreciated. 

Our clerical friends spend a great deal of time in dwelling 
upon tlie general excellence of the authoriaed veraOn. They 
owe the public some explanation for slumbering at the post of 
duty. These clergymen know that the Bible Society has been 
for yeai-s circulating Bibles wliich that Society, in 1852, ac- 
knowledged liad nearly twenty-four thousand errors in them. 
A learned committee of that Society reported this fact iu 1852, 
and wc have the report now before us. Now it betmys great 
indifference on the part of these clergymen as to wliat kuid of 
Bibles the people get, when they pennit editions of that book 
to be in the inarket with nearly twenty-four thousand errors 
in them, and with no word of wai-ning to the people. And the 
very men, the very sects, the very Bible Societies, which arc 
now up in aims against the Bible Union, circulated these Bibles 
witli nearly t^venfy-fotir tliousand eii-ors in them up to 1852- 
And more than that, at the veiy meeting of tlie Bible Society 
to wliich the report of tiais committee was made, Dr. Edward 
Kohinson, the distinguished Presbytei'ian scliolar, ui'ged the 
Society to expunge Easter from the Bible as an utterly ^Ise 
rendering, which no man could justify. The Bible Society 
refiised to do it as a matter of time-serving policy. But that 
Society, in its marghial Bibles, jmnts the words nssd by t/m 
Holy Spirit in tlie margin, and pei'mits tlie Sason idol, Eostrc 
or Easter, to occupy the text of tlie "Word of God ! In the 
Bibles printed for the masses of the people tliis falsehood glares 
from tlie text without any marginal coiTeqtion ' And those who 
sanction, encourage, and sustain such tampeiing with the test 
of inspiration dare to insult the public intelligence by tiilking 
in advance about a sectarian Bible from the Bible Union. 
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This is a specimen of tlie kind of iidelity whicli some anti- 
Tevisionists exercise toward the Word of God. "When the 
Bible Union tlms tampers with the text of inspiration then, 
and not till tlien, let it be denounced. But let it be remem- 
bered, tL-m when the Bible Society correctod, tlu^ough a jury 
of experts in tlie special art needed, nearly twenty-four thousand 
eiTors in the Bible in common use, these clergymen said not a 
word; but when the Bible Union undertakes, with the aid of 
the best scholars that can be found, to coiTOCt the numerous er- 
rors in Kmg James's vei-sion, which all Biblical science says 
should be corrected, these gentlemen make a declaration of war 
upon tlie Bible Union. Has not tlie Bible Union every right 
to make a faithful version of tlie Bible that the Bible Society 
liad to correct nearly twenty-four thousand errors in the 
authorized version? Will our clerical friends answer that 

(luestion ? 

James Edmunds. 
T. S. BsLr. 



THIRD LETTER OF THE FIVE CLERGYMEN. 

THE REVISION OF THE HOLY SCRIPTURE?. 

I'hl unleisyncd have heretofore expi-essed their purjwse to 
dcclmc all pu-on-il controversy in this discussion. We wilt 
not now depiit from it. Uncivil words and discourteous allu- 
sions we resign to the other side, assured that truth and reason 
need no such helps. This, however, does not forbid the ex- 
posure of eiTors into which these gentlemen have run m their 
hasty zeal to disci-edit their neighbors. We suppose we ought 
not to complain, as this is only the way they treat the old 
Englbh Bible. Take an example. It will be sufBcient to put 
the candid reader on hirt guard, and suggest the gi-aina of al- 
iowiince with which their statements ought to be rcccii-cil. They 
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liave not thought it unwortiiy of themselves or tlieii' cause to 
charge Tia with an ignorance which is their own, forgetting the 
Divine caution, which they love to quote when it suits them, 
concerning the mote and the heam. 

It respects the number of the persona engaged in the trans- 
lation of the Bihie as we now have it. We hail said — -per- 
haps incatitiously, for we did not at the moment think of an 
exact precision — "fifty odd." Those gentlemen insist with 
great confidence, and with seeming derision, wliieh we trust 
was in the appearance only, that there were hut "foi-ty" We 
invite their attention to a work already cited ty us, " The 
TjiANSLATOi^ Revived." .Perhaps it has escaped their notice, 
liaving been only a few yeai'S before the world. Neither its 
research nor its fanness will be called in question by sucli as 
are competent to judge of either. Its author, having given 
long time and great labor to his inquiries concerning the 
translators, to ascertain evci-ything that could be learned about 
them, and enjoying tlie benefit of the researches of all who 
had gone before him, may be safely relied on for the informa- 
tion which he has gathered. He says, page 66; "The King 
was for appointing fifty-four learned men to this great and 
good work, but the number actually employed upon it, in tlie 
first iTistance, was forty-seven.''^ On page 77: "Of the forty- 
seven who acted under King James's commission, some are al- 
most unknown at tliis day, though of high repute in tlieir own 
time." He proceeds to record the names of these forty-seven, 
■with a biographical sketch of each, and then he says, page 
208: "It remains for us to add a brief account of some, who 
are known to have assisted in different stages of the work. It 
lias been shown that two or three of those who were named m 
the King's commission, died soon after their appointment. At 
least two others appear to have taken their places, and there- 
fore require our notice." Concerning one of these two, he 
quotes from Anthony Wood in his Atlianje . 

"Wliat he hath published I find not — however, the reason 
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why I set liim down here is, that he Iiad a most considerable 
hand ill the transUtion of the New Testament, appointed by 
■ King James I. in 1604," Concerning the other, also, he says 
it is expressly stated by Wood, tliat "he had a hand in the 
translation of the Bible," And then he adds (p. 212), "Sev- 
ei'al other persons were employed in various stages of the 
work." In a letter from the King to the Bishop of London, 
dated July 22, 1604, the monarch says " We have anointed 
certain learned "men, to the nuinher of four and fifty, for the 
translation of t/te Sible." As the authentic lists contain but 
forty-seren names, it is presumed the others were ceiiiain 
"divines" refeiTed to in the fifteenth article of the royal 
instructions as to tlie mode of prosecuting the work. In this 
fifteenth article it is provided, that besides the several dii'ee- 
tors or presidents of the different companies, " three or four of 
the most ancient and grave divines in either of the universi- 
sities, not employed in translating, be assigned by the Vice 
Chancellor, upon conference with the rest of the heads, to be 
overseers of the ti'anslation, as well Hebrew as Greek, for the 
better ohseiTance of the fourth rale." That rule required, 
that among the diflerent meanings of any woi^d, tliat one sliould 
be adopted which is most sanctioned by the Fatheiis, and is 
most "agi-eeahle to the propriety of the place and the analogy 
of faith." It is not known who those supervisor's were ; but 
if one of the univeisities designated three of them, and the 
other fotn', it would make out the requisite number. 

We have given far more attention to this question of "fifty 
odd" or "forty" than it deserves on its own accottnt. But 
we iiave thought it proper to vindicate our statement, and not 
unbecoming to show, as we have now done, tliat the gentlemen 
who iiave so confidently impugned our accuracy are \ci}' far 
from being well read in the liistoiy of the good old translation. 

Had we any desire to retort on them, we might indicate' 
their ignorance on a point whicli every well-informed gentle- 
man ought lo understand, especially such as desire to eiiHghieu; 
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the woi4d on theological and ecclesiastical subjects. We con- 
fess, tliat notwithstanding all tliat we Lad obsei-ved of the 
inaccui-acy of their knowledge and the want of pi-eciaion in 
then- statements, we were sui-prised to read from them, Mai-ch 
4: "And the Church of England, recently, at a meeting of 
hoth Houses of Convocation of Canterburj-, al Westminster-, 
has given notice of a motion for all the objects announced by 
the Bible Union for a revision of the Holy Scriptures," The 
"Convocation" has near about as much life in it, and as much 
inflnencc in aiTabs, either civil or religions, as the Order of 
the Cincinnati. If these gentlemen, as it would seem, sup- 
pose it to be the real and efficient embodiment of the Church 
of England, we have no more to say! "Where ignorance- m 
bli^, '^ folly to be wise.'' But if the Convocation wei-e, to 
all intents and purposes, the Church of England, tlic balance 
of the statement would be very far from the tmth of the case 
ivLich is, tliat one member of one House gave notice of his 
own intention to propose that tlie other House be requested to 
take into consideration the propriety of calling the attention 
of the Queen to Use subject! We do not remember that we 
ever heai-d of a stoiy that swelled in the roUing moi-o than 
this. We take tlie foliowing rcpi-esentationa of it from the 
Episcopal Recorder, whose fairness, intelligence, and intiirest 
in looking into the matter, will hardly be questioned hy any : 

' ' And the following reference was made to the Bible : Canon 
t5elwyn gave notice of his intaition to propose a petition to 
the Upper House, requesting liis grace and then- Sordsldps to 
take into consideration the subject of an address to. the Crown, 
praying that Hei- Majesty might be pleased to appoint a body 
of learned men, well skilled in the original languages of the 
Holy Scriptures, to consider of such amendments to the au- 
thorized version as have been already proposed, and to receive 
suggestions from all persons who may be willing to offer them , 
to communicate with foreign scholar's on difficult passages when 
it may be deemed advisable, to examine the marginal r 
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which appeal- io liavc been introduced into some editions aince 
the year 1601 , to point out such words and plu^asea as have 
either changed then- meaning or hecomu obsolete in tlie lapse 
■of time , ftnd to report fi-om time to time the progress of their 
ivork and the amendments whieli they may be prepared to 
recommend.'' 

Tiie^e instances wdl sufficieiilly expose the inaccuracy whicIi 
pcn'adcB ibe argument for "Revision" with which we axe 
favored. The canJid reader must distrust the whole. We 
pass without otlier remark the incivility which chai-ges us with 
" insinuating that the revisei's are actuated by mercenaiy mO' 
tives," and with "insulting"' the Beforma^s by saying tljat 
they ai'e sometimes, for distinction, called CampbelHtes. Gon- 
Bcious of no unkiudness or want of i-espect towards any, and 
willing to be distinguished oniselves as Cdvhiists or Armui- 
ians, we cheerfully allow such shifts to tlioae who need them, 
while we argue out tlie case. 

It has been asserted with g^t confidence that we seriously 
misf^e the position of the eminent liaptist ministers to whom 
we Iiave refeiicd as b«ng opposed to the revision sdieme ; and 
particularly, that the Eev. Dr. Fuller is a fu-m and active 
friend of it. In addition to all else that we find in various 
quarters ei^laining the opinions of tliese distinguished persons 
as we have stated them, and of Dr. Fuller in particular, we 
have before us a publication for which many of the leading 
liaptists of New York, mmistei-a and others, are responsible, 
setting forth the measures in cpjx>aition to the "Ec^dsion" 
which were adopted by these hretlu-en at tlie beginning of tJie 
movement, in which measure,? such men as Dr. Magoon, Dr. 
Dowling, Dr. Welcli, Dr. Williams, and others took part In 
this publication we find the following paragraph, headed 

"View op Dn. Fui-ijsr.— We can not doubt that the pro- 
ject for the publication of an altered version of the English 
Scriptures, by tiie Ameiican and Foreign Bible Society, will 
pliike the mmds of the gi-!;ut body of it.« ndlierenla and fjuj)- 
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porters in the Bame light in which it is viewed by Dr. Fullei', 
of Baltimore. In a commitnication just received, he presses 
'the question,' 'whether a society, which has secvired the con- 
fidence of a denomination on the implied pledge that there 
would be no new version, ought to depart from that pledge.' 
Again he says, 'This pTOJect I deplore.' 'The Society will 
inflict upon itself a deep and lasting if not fatal injury.' " 

We know not whether Dr. Fuller has changed his " view." 
But we think there can be no question that lie was utterly 
opposed to the whole scheme at the beginning. We ai-e no 
further concerned about the matter than to establish the accu- 
racy of our statement, the substance of which simply was, that 
iie and many other of the wisest and best men in the Baptist 
chnrches had condemned, as uncalled for and mischievous, this 
attempt at an "altered version of the English Scriptures." 

It has been ui^ed, apparently with great satisfaction and 
self-complacency — wc suppose to swell the dignity of "Eevi- 
gion" — that there are five hundred thousand of the best Chi-is- 
tians in the world now supporting it. We do not pretend to 
blow the number of them, and we are very far from disputing 
their goodness. But we would like to be infoi-med -whether 
they are not nearly all immermonistnf Not that all Baptists, 
by any means, sustain this scheme. We are not nnich mis- 
taken, however, if almost all persons who do are not immersion- 
ists, and such as attach to the whole question of water baptism 
an importance which sound orthodox evangelical Chiistians all 
over the world. Baptists among them, have ever agi-eed in 
condemning, because, as they believe, it far exceeds all that is 
due to an ordinance or a sacrament in its mere fonn, and tlms 
involves the gi-eat danger of putting the outward sign in the 
place of the inward gi-ace, which is signified thereby. 

For ourselves, we believe that this is a dangerous eiTOr, and 
we are sure that tlie gi-eat body of the ChiKch of Christ, hold- 
ing the truth as it is in Jesus, is now and always has been of 
i'.G same opinion. And if nearly all these ii;ilf million of 
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people lie de iiui^ i new Biljlc iinia the influence of that 
eiioi ind lie lu^ the old cnc does not &utbcientlj t>u=itan 
them m it whit would it imi.Ent to as an aiaument in thr 
eye^ of dHpa-^sionate and reflecting Chrit,tian jeoplc to 9^^ 
tliit thi.re aie niiny whole millions intent upon mutilating the 
Woid of God in such a spiut and ior such an end? Ihe 
gi-eifer the number cf pei oni so misled and the bcttei tiien 
cinroctei as citizens ind Chn'.tiant, m Ul othei respuits the 
more is then eiioi lieie to be deploiej ind the more steadilj 
ought ill ofhei 1 iLi to f twn upon this de ign 

Iheie IB one i ituic t the mamgement of tin cntcipii u 
which «e aie not ible to lecont. le with (.andoi tin leilmg 
and that confilence m the friends of the Bible whethei pio- 
{i,asmg Clnistians 01 not which we thml due to the Chuich 
of Clui&t, and to all who value the Word of God, we ma) 
add, wliiijh is due to scholars a& sach. We allude to the sed- 
ulous concealment of the names of the translators. We per- 
ceive no woi"thy and honorable i*eason for this secrecy. We 
think it lays the grcund for n just suspicion that tliei-e is some- 
thing in the matter" of which those who manage it ai'e conscious 
that it can not bear the public scratiny. We think tliat 
people ai^e not in the habit of doing things secretly, except 
such as they are ashamed to be seen doing. 

Here is a work of the utmost importance, one of the least im- 
portant paits of which is, tJiat it requires vast sums of money; 
and for this money, and for general confidence and support, 
earnest and persistent appeals are made to the Christian world 
and to "a generous and enlightened public' Now it seems 
t-o us that all who are thus appealed to have a right to know 
who are tlie persons eng^ed to conduct the most important 
part of this great entei^prise, that is, the translation of the 
Bible. If we were not asking too much, we would be glad to 
be tavored with theii- names, or at least an explanation of that 
seci'ecy which seems to us unsuitable to an honest and fair 
design in a matter of this kind. We can image nothing 
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which more clearly demands that all be done openly, antf in 
the face of the aim, than a scholar-like and faitliful Kendei-ing 
of the Word of God, intended to take the place of the accepted 
English Bible ; and when the chiefest part of the work is done 
in a comer, away from the light of day, it ia very natiiral to 
think of the Word which telia us why men love darliness 
rather than light. 

There is another point on which wc crave infoiTaation. It 
is constantly inaisted that the received version is not only im- 
perfect, hut wholly inadequate, and, as we have heretofore 
shown, one of the steady aims and constant efforts of rcvision- 
ista is to descredit it. Now we would like to know whethei- it 
is really held that any of the doctrines of the Gospel arc not 
capahle of easy and exact discovery out of the common Eng- 
iish Bible. Is it held that plain common sense people, not 
scholars — understanding no tongue but om- own — can not 
get out of tliia old English Bible a juat and clear sense of the 
Gospel in eveiy doctrine, in every promise, in every precept 
of it? If such people can easily, and upon the face of it, 
iind in thia old Bible a plain and fair statement of the Gospel 
of Christ, by whicli they can be ti-uly religious, truly happy 
iu religion, and truly acceptable to God while they live and 
when they die, then, where the need of this ado about revision? 
If they can not, then we desire to know what are the religions 
character and condition oi all the plain people, not scholars, 
now speaking and reading only the English language in any 
part of the earth, who suppose themaelves, by the grace of 
God, to knqw and to enjoy the true religion? And we desii-e 
to know what Iraa become of all such people, ot whom we have 
rejoiced to believe that they adorned the doctrine of God our 
Saviour in their respective generations, and now, having gone 
the way of all the earth, we had hoped ai-e m glory ? But if 
these questions be too hai'd to answer, and yet it is still in- 
sisted that the English Bible does not fairly and fully give the 
mind of the Holy Spirit, then we crave to know, in a clear 
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Statement, what are the teuths that ake concealed in 
THIS VEiffiiON ? If the Bible, ag tlie common people read it, 
does not make them all plain, which of them ake covered 
UP OR COKRUPTED BY IT? 

We say 1-espeett'ully, but we eay distinctly, that it seems to 
us unworthy of the people who are engaged in this movement 
to clamor against the oM Bible, and yet not show that ONE 
PEiNCiPLE of the Gospel, on wliich hangs the expeidence of 
heart religion, or the hope of the recompense of the reward, or 
tlie daily practice of a Christian life, through the merits and 
grace of our Divme Redeemer, is either perverted or obscured 
in this translation. 

We find a great deal of this clamor in the writings and the 
published speeches of revisionists, but when it is analyzed it 
sinks to t!ie insignificance of a complaint about baptism. To 
the water it comes %t last, foigetfiil, it would seem, of Paul's 
sense of his high calling, in which he said, "Christ seni' 
ME ^fOT TO BAIITZK, BUT TO HtEACH THE GfOSFEL." A single 
example will illustrate a class. We have before us the 
" Proceedings of tlie Tijird Annual Meeting of the Bible Ke- 
vision Assouition held at St. Louis, April, 1855, Second 
Part Jmies Edmunds Corresponding Seci'etary," &c. At 
page 20, we find an " Address by Elder J. Creath," a Vice 
President of the Societv md for many past i leadmg man 
among the Betormera, thnt is ■Riih all respect the inenda 
and adherents of Alexin ler Campbell 

Mr, Creath ofteied the followmg resolution "Jiesolved 
That the American Bible Unnn deem it ■wise, impoi-tant, and 
imperative to Invc i icvi=(ed \eision of the Scriptures m all 
languages, for tJu. use of tfie common peoj k In its sup 
port, lie said "The fii-st argument m favor of i re\i-ion ot 
tlie English feunptuies is the imperftLtion ot the common ver 
sion. No person protends to deny that there are numerous 
misti'anslation'i m the picsent received \eision many erior'* 
some great, '>me sm dl ijm mai ualJy ajfulinr/ t/u faith 
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and practice of Christians. " * No tongao of inan or of 
angel can tell the injury wliLcli the souls of men have received 
from the pressiit Episcopal, sectarian, aivi Pedobaptist vm-- 
sion, * * If we should succeed in establishing the cliai^c 
of our enemies in making a Baptist Bible, we sliall do no 
more than was ^one by the revisers of the present version. 
They did, to all intents and purposes, make a Pedobaptist 
£ihle, as far as they dai-ed to do it, &c. * * Now, if we 
should give the people of the earth a Baptist or immersioniat 
Bible for two !mndi-ed and forty years to come, we shall do 
no more tlian they did." 

The reader will peixieive that Mr, Creath fairly sun^endeiB 
the argument concerning baptism, if the appeal must bt to the 
present version. He g^ves it up that he can not maintain his 
views by the old Bible, and so lie must get a new one. But 
what Is more to our present purpose, it will be seen that Mr. 
Creath's complaints against the present version and its mis- 
translations as materially affecting the faith and practice of 
Ohristians, and causing such vast injury to the souls of men, 
dwindle down to questions about baptism' And so it ever 
is, as far as we liave seen, when you get at the real sense of 
what is urged by this party against tlie present version. 
"The head and frant of its offending liath this extent, no 
more." It does not teach, and it can not fairly be made to 
teach, wliat they choose to hold concerning baptism 1 

It is propel t ay tl at tl subject has been pursued already 
quite as far a, wa xj t d at the beginning. We entered 
upon it with n t nt n f following these gentlemen whither- 
soever they m g! t ! d We did not undertake to show that 
the received v t tl Word of God is free from impeifec- 

tion, nor to dispute the nght of any to nialce a new translation. 
We rejoice in every contribution that true scholars make to the 
elucidation of the saci'ed writings, prompted by the love of 
tnith, or even by the love of letters; nor are we unwilling 
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that errorists and pretenders should give tlieir opinions fo tlie 
world. We believe, liowever, that tlie old English Bible in 
about as good a translation, take it altogether, as is likely to 
be made. We sec no reason to expect that a new version, by 
whomsoever produced, would be better tlian this. We believe 
that this is so far coiTect, that every principal doctrine which 
God intended to reveal to men, and every commnnd wliich He 
intended to impose, are fairly exhibited to the common reader. 
Persuaded, then, that this ti-anslation clearly "tcaclics wliat 
we axe to believe concerning God, and what duties He requires 
of man," we think that the Church at large is justly satisfied 
with it as a fair rendering of the Word of God tor common 
use. Nor should we, nor those who i-equested this service 
of us, interfere ivith any others who chose to offer a new 
translation, if they would fairly represent a just design, to b'l 
pursued in a right spirit, seardiing after ti^uth as becomes 
Christian men, to be executed by scholars of acknowledged 
learning and abilities for the work. 

Instead of this, it is intended, as we believe, to make a 
version for a party — tJiat party wrong on tlie questions on 
wliich it is determined to force the Word of God. Let men 
do even this, if they please, but let them not attempt to 
beguile others into a confidence which tliey will abuse — by 
representing tliat as CATHOLIC whicli is intensely sect'Arian. 
Such is the spirit of tliis enterprise, and as such we expose it. 
Wc undertook to show that this "revision movement, sectarian 
in its spirit and aims, and not called for by the Church at 
large, or required by the actual necessities of the subject, is 
not entitled to the public confidence and support" which it ia 
soliciting on the plea of an unprejudiced and catholic design. 
The reader must judge how far we have succeeded. 

And now, in conclusion, we invite tlie public attention to a 
new and significant feature in tliis subject. It ]ias been proved 
beyond all fair denial that the rallying point of the revision 
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cntei-prise has been immersion, substituted for liaptism. Now, 
as we understand, the principal organ of the revisionists is the 
New York Chronicle, a leading religious paper in the interest 
of the Baptist cliurches of this country. We have not the 
pleasure of receiving that paper, but we find it quoted in vari- 
ous quarters hy the religious press, within the last few days, 
as follows; 

"We doubt whctlicr, as a sect, we should not lose more 
than we gained, by translating the word baptiso. 

" AVe deprecate the idea of any organization getting out a 
vereion, with its own imprint, and then instituting a system 
of out-door agencies, tlm>iigh the press or other^Tise, to give it 
eun-ency. By the same rale that one society may do it, any 
other society may repeat the experiment in reference to a ver- 
sion of its own, and thus the people will become divided up 
between belligei'ent Bible organisations, each contending witli 
stentorian lungs, and a vigorous system of agencies, to draw 
the pubhc ■within the whn-lpool of its own influence. A battle 
of Bibles would ensue more temfic than that of bCct, and feud 
and faction would be eternal.'' 

It is impossible, we tliink, to mistalcc the sense of all this. 
The first dissatisfaction of the public mind with Ihe sclierae, 
tiie stem condemnation by the Church at large, by reflecting 
men of the world, and by true scholars, of this sectarian tam- 
])crliig with the Word of God, can not but be felt, and the 
impi-ession is beginning to show itself in this change of posi- 
tion. But observe how this frank statement is the means of 
nailing the colors of sectarianism to the mast of this Revision 
Association: tfie ATneiHcan Bible Uniaii, through its Sesre- 
tary, has ^uhliety stated that the Chronicle is not the organ, 
and must '>wt he held to ^eak the ssntiinents of that Society; 
the plain meaning of which seems to be, that the Union ad- 
lieres to the purpose of making the new Bible call baptism 
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, notwithslanding all misgivings of its friends aiit( 
(tefcctions from its party. 

W. L. BRECKINitlDCJE, 

Of the Preabytorian Church. 

H. M. Denisok, 

Of ilia rratoataut Episcopiil Chnruli. 

Samuel Lowry Adasis, 

Of file Methodist Epiacopnl Cliuroh, Sonlh. 

E. C. Trimble, 

or &B Cunlbcirifliid ri-OBbj-toi-mn CUurcll. 
G. GOSDEN, 

Of tho Aesocinlo Roformod Preebytorliin Cliuroh. 

P. S. — Since the above was wi-itten, ive have seen the lost 
discourse with which the public has been favored by the gen- 
tlemen who are writing against us and for "revision." We 
perceive nothing in it tliat meets tlie argument we have urged,, 
or the testhnony we have offered against their designs as purely 
aeetarian, while the bitterness of its spuit and the indeness of 
its terms show that its authors are writing for a paiiy. And 
thus we excuse that contempt of truth and fairness, and that 
ignorance of good manners, which charge us witli forgery in 
ascribing to Dr. Cone "sentiments which he never uttered by 
mouth or pen, and which nobody but these clergymen ever 
reported on them." 

The gist of their laboi-ed reasoning seems to he that their 
association ought to be judged only by its written constitution 
and laws. To all which we deem it sutScient to reply, that 
men's time spuit and tlseir own sense of tlieir constitution and 
litws are to be learned from their practice under them. The 
ivay to know a ti-ee, as the old Bible tells us, (perhaps the new 
one will give a better,) is by its fruit. The people who arc 
acting under this constitution, fair as it may be, make it per- 
fectly plain wliat they are doing. "OuK only business is to 
uphold IMMEESIONIST versions, and to give THEM as large a 
i;irculat.ion as we can ; and this is our business because all th& 
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rest of the Ohristian world have thrown thmi away. This 
siKGLE OBJECT IS OUR BALLYINS POINT." 8o writo the "ac- 
complished secrefaiy" of tlie Bible Translation Society of 
England. "In these sentiments we cordially unite," 
says Dr. Cone. Tliia is the spirit which Iiaa betrayed itself 
in eveiy step of this moyement, and which shows the true 
nature and design thereof. How far tlie counter influence, 
which has begun to show itself, as appears by oiu- quotation 
from the New York Chronicle, may change the whole subject, 
it not for us to say. We shall see in the future who will do 
justice in the matter of Dr. Con^s statements. We ass, 
right, tiiby wrong, and thp.y are now awake op it, 



N U M B F. R VII. 

THE FIVE CLECGYIIEN ABOUT REVISION. 

We aic cxceedhigly sony tliat our clerical friends have per- 
mitfed tJieir angrj' passions fo get the mastery of tiieir reason, 
and cause them to make sucli a display as they did in the 
Journal of last weelc. The jmblic have a summary way of 
deciding questions between disputants, on just such displays 
of temper as those in which they indulge theniselYcs. It is 
eonsideied quite a fair i-ule that tlio disputant who gets angi'j 
m conducting a logical discussion, and who resorts to abuse 
and invective, is on the losmg side. It was no fault of cure 
that these clerical gentlemen imdertook to meddle with mattcito 
fliat did not concern them, and tliat they entered upon the 
work thoroughly unprepared. It is rather their misfortune 
than our fault that they have gone continnout-Iy through a 
seiies of blunders, marking each stage of their progress with 
wild assertions, false logic, blundering statements, and sophi.v- 
tical argumentation. Why, then, display an evil terri]K'r 
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towai'd US? We know that these gentlemen have some 
excuse for heiug angiy. When men are bruiaecl from head 
to foot, when pains raek them in every joint, it is scarcely to 
be expected that they can always exhibit, i\i its most esem- 
plaiy light, the vu'tae of Christian patience; but then they 
need not be unjust in tlieir irritability, and ascribe their suffer- 
ings to innocent parties. Nor need our clerical fnends feel 
any extraordinary surprise that their lectures upon coui-tesy 
and good taste, uttered in the midst of illustrative queralous- 
nes3, wratli, and invective, foil still-born fiom their pens. 
Will they pardon us for saying that not only we, but the 
public, would gi'eatly prefer examples of courtesy, good taste, 
and pleasant manners from fhem, than didaetica on those sab- 
jects without examples ? Tlieii- course is not very impressive, 
but we wish them more success as teachers of manners and 
the general proprieties of life than they have been al ilo to com- 
mand in their eiforts to put down a revision of the Bible. 

We confess that onr clerical friends have gi"eat reason to be 
sick of their attempts upon tlie revision cause. It lias been a 
losing business to them fi-om the moment they appeared in the 
arena of public debate until the present time. It is not a 
matter of marvel, thei^efore, t!mt they are now anxious to quit. 
But they are the John Gilpins of debate, and ride they must 
when there is no opportunity for dismounting. These gentle- 
men detennined, as John Gilpin did, to take a merry little 
jaunt; and since their Rosinantc has become as resfive and 
unmanageable as that renowned horseman's did, they must 
follow his example and hang on to their steed as best they 
can. AU England is engaged in a laugh at this time at the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, who is called the Episcopal John 
Gilpin, because in an ill-advised moment he was indiscreet 
enough to order an investigation of the sermons of an ai'ch- 
deacon, in order to see whether there was any heresy in them. 
The committee reported that it was a case for further proceed- 
ings. But just at that point the zeal of the Archbishop cooled 
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off. Tims far the process was a cheap ooe ; bat fui^ber st^jis 
were to be attended with a liorrid bill of costs witliout any 
increase of liappincsa or reputatioa to tbe Arclibishop. The 
Primate did not feel that be was called upon to nurse ortiio- 
doxy by the expenditui^e of his Episcopal revenHes, and lie 
therefore resolved to pei'mit the archdeacon and his heresies to 
i-emain in the Chm-cli. But alas for his wishes ! he was in for 
it ! The inexorable Mi\ Ditcher, who had drawn him into the 
dilBculty, who had, in the language of the London pre^, 
"placed him on the inclined plane of a parliamentary act," 
resolved to keep him moving. Mi-. Ditcher appealed to the 
Queen's Bench for a mandamus requiring the Archbishop to 
prosecute the archdeacon. The Archbishop resisted the court, 
he wrung his hands in anguish, and asked lugubriously, what 
it was to him if the archdeacon liad ten thousand heretical 
ci'otchets ? Why was he to expend fifty thousand dol!ai-s to 
ascertain their existence? But the Queen's Bench made their 
rule absolute against his gi-ace of Canterbury, and d^pitc of 
himself he must go on with the case and foot the bill of costs. 
None of the London papers estimate the law expenses at less 
than fifty thousand dollars; and this sum the jkxchbishop will 
have to pay merely because he stai-ted on the hunt of heresy 
iii his archdeacon, and could not stop when he wished to do 
BO. Like our five clerical friends, "when he had his discre- 
tion, he would not be disci-eet, and when he was anxious to bo 
lihcrcet he Iiad no diaeietion " Foi oui clerical frie ids ai-o in 
■quite aa dis^^ eeable a predicament as the Aichbiihop. They 
^velc willing to take a little journey into the levision question, 
J rovided they could 1 a-\ e everytiimg tlien ovi n waj but they 
ve sckc-ned and disgusts 1 m finding tlat thevliue reached a 
place wheie blows c^n be gnen ii well as received. They 
•icemLd to ndoj-t the ilea tlut they ccuid itiomatiae wliat and 
vi 01 1 they pleised limpoon all ^ ho "ftoo 1 m their way, and 
no on wag t -siv a 1 m inswer to tlien The moment 
tl 1 c tt 1 ^n 1 1 to c > po t tl ey assumed, 
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they commence delivering homilies upon good taste, couileay, 
pleasant manners, and au;;h mattei^s. When we need any 
ins tractions in such things, we shall claim the privilcgo of 
choosing our instructors. If, like His Grace of Canterbury, 
our clerical fi^iends have found lieresy-hunting neither a profit- 
able nor a pleasant pastime, they may profit by the lesson, 
and be careful how they begin the hunt next time JForty 
millions of Bibles have not been wasted upon the people. 
Men and women ai-e learning cverywhei-e that Christianiiy is 
an individual matter, demanding tire exei-cise of pei-sonal judg- 
ment and the personal action of eacli individual. They are 
cutting themselves loose from the dicta of those who usurp the 
right to think for tiicm and to lord it over their consciences. 

The time has come now for us to turn upon these five cleri- 
cal gentlemen and demand of them why, witliout reason, right, 
authority, or provocation, tliey undertake to meddle with tltc 
inalienable rights of others; why tijey undertake, without a 
shadow even of right or privilege, to dictate to tree people 
who are at least tlieir equals ; why they pi-esumptuonsly attempt 
to manacle and bind those over whom they liave not even a 
fancied overssership? Neitlier the minds nor souls of an intel- 
ligent free people are in their keeping or under their controL 
Nor have they any the least right to interfere with the acts 
of any body engaged in a revision of tlie Bible. Each mem- 
Iyer of the body of Jesus Christ is clothed with evay Christian 
autliority on earth that belongs to either of these five gentle- 
men. Yet they have midertalcen, by a most extravagant 
assumption of authority, to meddle with a great public enter- 
prise, over which they have no special stewardship. These 
five clei^men would think it extremely pi-esumptuous in the 
Bible Union to declare tliat neither themselves nor their people 
should i-ead any tiling, as the Holy Scriptures, but the revised 
Bible; is it less presumptuous on their part to attempt to bind 
(he free and enlightened mind of the American j>eople to King 
Jiimes's version? AVhat ea.ithly aiitlinvitv is possessed by 
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these gentlemen, m thcsu nutt-era, tliat k not in fall j 
ot tlie humblest soul on God'a foot-stool that has been re- 
deemed by the Ijlood of Jeaus Christ? The time has passed 
foi clerical dictation to paralyze the faculties of the soul; they 
belong alone to Jesus Chnst. Yet tliese five clergymen talk 
as thoi:^li they had the custody of the Hebrew and Greek 
Scnptuiea, and seem to claim that thoy can shut and no man 
shall open, and opon and no man shall shut. If these five 
deigymen miagme that King James's version, whicli they 
le^^3e and alter at pleasure, is good enough for such people as 
give them the keeping of their consciences anci facaities, the 
Eiule Union doeg not aiiogite to itself the authority to disturh 
that enjoyment. Suiely these gentlemen can retain King 
James's version without meddling ivith the rights of other 
jjrople The question of ti'anslation of the Scriptures is 
solely between the fnnslatoi-s and the Author of the inspired 
text, and m no pos'?ible ivay can these five clergymen show 
tint thoy have any nght to make themselves third parties to 
the question. Tluec of these clergymen liavo solemnly £ub- 
sciibed to a Confession of Faith, wlijch, in the eiglith division 
of the fiist chaptci ot the copy from whicli we quote, says, 
tliat "the lU'-piicd te'it is authentical, and may be appealed fo 
lu all controveisies ot religion." This proclaims in unmistak- 
able language that King James's version is not a i-ellable stan- 
dard, since an appeal may ignore its very existence in the 
Churches tliat adopt that standard of faith. If it is a fair and 
faithful version of the inspired text, by which all the nations 
of the earth are to be molded, why not use it for "appeals in 
all controversies of religion " ? If it is not a fair and faithful 
version of the Word of God, if it is not a proper standard for 
appe-al, what do the three clergymen who subscribed that Con- 
fession of Faith mean by trying to force the people of this fi-ee 
country to hold to it alone ? Do they mean to say, that thougli 
nnauthentical, it is good enough for the masses of the people? 
If they mean that, w!iy not say so and not dodge the question ? 
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But admitting tliat these gentlemen liad some i-iglit to med- 
dle with the established and indeteasibie rights of others, was 
it not due to themselves, to the community, to the eternal 
pi-inciples of .justice and truth, to that golden rule — " do unto 
others as you would have them to do unto you"— that a sense 
of decorum, of cleiical dignity, of common civility should liavc 
restrained these clergymen from unprovoked and inexeusaUe 
insults ? Was there any propriety m the esliibiticn by these 
clergymen toward the Bible Union of those ideas of Christian 
ethics in which they have indulged themselves? With an utter 
pei-vei-seness and gross inconsistency, for whicl] tliese gentlemen 
can plead no other excuse than that of the man who swore a 
certain horse was seventeen feet high, tliey perscvei-e in the 
pan-ot-!ike notes that the object of the Btole Union is to make 
a sectai'ian Bible. We have nailed that baseuom to the cotm- 
tei- too fii-raly to be removed by these gentlemen. All their 
iterations and reiterations can do nothing toward strengthening 
iheir original statement — that was a wild and gratuitous asser- 
lion, and all its repetitions are of the same cliai:acter. But 
these are full- blown teachers of good manners, ethics, courtesy, 
and decorum! Stripped of its verbiE^e, this charge means 
that the Bible Union's constitution, laws, and organization, its 
Tcqi'iremeiits of its ti-analators, its contracts for fidehty in trans- 
lation are a mass of falsehood, and that all the aiders and 
abettore of the work are liars, knaves, and villains! The 
language of these clerical worthies admits of no other interpre- 
tation. And this is the language which these clergymen dare 
to use about thousands of people at least their equals in repu- 
tation for ti-uthfulness, fideHty, righteousness, and holiness 
before Grod and man ! This is a specimen of clerical politeness, 
i^entility, and decorum with a vengeance! And when these 
clergymen have heretofore been bi-ought to the bar of public 
opmion to answer for this foul wrong, this deep offence against 
good moraJs, the people will bear witness witJi us how com- 
pletely they broke down in all their attempts at proof. Invcc- 
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tivo against Sponcer Cone, and Alexander Campbell, seem to 
constitute the sura total of tlieir ideas of testimony. Such 
conduct can do these gentlemen no good ; it can do the cause 
of revision no Iiann. 'But when did these five clergymen get 
sick of sectarianism? If it is lawful to be a sectarian, it is 
lawful to Jiave a sectarian Bible ; if it is wi'ong to have a sec- 
tarian Bible, it is just exactly as wi'ong to be a sectarian; for 
an apostle has declared that whatsoever is not of faith is sinful, 
and if a man has a Bible that is not sectarian and is a sectarian 
himself he is living iu open and confessed sin. Yet these 
five gentlemen, who are so shocked at the idea of getting a 
sectarian, Bible from the Bible Union, are i-ecognized in tins 
community as intensely sectarian. Tiieir daily labore and 
nightly thoughts are devoted to sectarian piu'Suits. Their 
avocation is to build up five varying sects, whieli differ from 
each other so widely tliat some of them would consider tlieir 
pulpits degraded by the presence of their anti-reviaion coadju- 
tors in them. But they are awfully shocked at the idea of a 
sectarian Bible! Now they themselves know that they are 
intensely sectarian ; tliis whole community knows it as posi- 
tively as it knows that the sun gives light and heat to the eartli. 
And, since they are steeped in sectarianism, the natural inquiry 
is, where did they get it? If not from King James's version, 
from whence did they obtain it ? If from tliat, then these five 
dei-gyraen have the very thing that they are lustily crymg 
against in the papers, and which they are trying to saddle ujKin 
the community ! Yerily, gentlemen, you liave brought your- 
selves to a pretty pass before the intelligent people of Kentucky. 
Do yon flatter yourselves that the honest common sense of the 
people cannot see through such transparent cobwebs as you 
spin? No wonder these clergymen seek to dismount from the 
animal on which they dashed into this arena. They must liave 
well-founded fears that theii- necks may be broken in any 
plunge that he may make. 

Jjit us try these gentlemen on sonic other points of tlicir 
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attitude before the sovereign people. They sOemed some time 
ago to consider in their first ramble before the public, that it 
waa a matter for their investigation and inveetive. that two 
denominations differing, as tliey said, on "fundamental" points 
had united for a revision of the Scriptures. Now, it should 
have touched the reason of these clergymen that these two 
denominations in being wUling to submit whatever diffei'ences 
existed between them to the college of revisers, expected then 
and expect now to give up any practice, docti-inc, or tenet tliat 
IS not clearly taught in the revised Bible. To people even of 
ordinary underetanding this looks like good and commendable 
conduct. It precisely resembles that conduct of the Berean.s, 
which won from the pen of inspiration the praise tliat tliey were 
more noble than those of Thessalonica, in that they seai-ehed 
tlie mspired oracles in orda- to asca-tain truth. We doubt 
whether the Bereans would liave ceased their laudable labors 
on account of the taunts of exasperated leaders, nor shall we, 
while we are in the line of then- example 

But since our clerical friends thought proper to awaken 
public attention to tliis combination, they will pardon us for 
looking into their extraorduiary coalition. The sound public 
sentiment of the English race has always looked with strong 
jealousy upon all coalitions of exceedingly discordant materi- 
als. And when five dei'gymen, whose lives ai-e devoted to 
hostility to each otliers' denominations, who, though enjoined 
by the Saviour of the world to maintain the unity of his body 
inviolate, as an essential element in tJie conversion of the na- 
tions, scorn and reject the Divine injunction which cries from 
the garden of Gethsemane in sti-onga- terms than the blood of 
Abel did from the ground, but who zealously seek and readily 
find a temporary bond of a quasi union in a common animosity 
against a work, which the pure-minded, the ht>]y, the righteous, 
the pious, and the learned of eveiy Protestant denomination 
for the past two hundred years have declared is a heavenly, 
lioly, and needed work, the people have a full, ri^h-j to know 
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the aiiimws tliat brought tliem together into such a remarkablf? 
coalition. It ia made up of very much such material as the in- 
dignant eloquence of Edmund Burke immortalized, immortalized 
because the eloquence was the echo of the popular sentiment. 
Burke described tliat coalition as " an administration, ao check- 
ered and speckled; it was a piece of joinery so crossly in- 
dented and whimsically dove-tailed; a cabinet so variously 
inlaid, such a diversified Mosaic; audi a tessaiated pavement 
without cement, here a bit of black stone and there a bit of 
white ; of patriots and courtiei's ; Hng's friends and repubiicaiis j 
wliigs and tories ;«»*«*•* 
tliat it was indeed a curious show, but utterly unsafe. to touch 
and unsure to stand upon. The colleagues who were thus as- 
sorted at the same boards stared at each other and were obliged 
to ask — ' Sir, your name ? ' ' Sii-, you have the advantage of 
me.' 'Mr. suoh-a-one, I beg a thousand pardons.' Iventure 
to say it tlid so Iiappen that persons had a single office divided 
between tliem who had never spoke to each other in their lives 
until they fomid themselves, they knew not how, pigging to- 
gether, heads and points, in the same ti-uckle bed." .But 
Burke's cabinet coalition was not more of a surprise-party tlian 
our five clergymen were when they first found themselves com- 
bined in a common object, the hunting down of Spencer Cone 
and Alexander Campbell in the columns of a newspaper. They 
probabiy felt that it was a piece of good fortime that they bad 
found one tiring on which they could unite and fonn a brother- 
hood. How mucli of a reward they will get for springing such 
unions, whOe tliey utterly neglect the Divine one enjoined upon 
them, is a matter for futm^e adjudication. That special union 
was the climee of these clergymen, and they must abide the 
awai-d of an intelligent public who are abundantly able to make 
a discriminating judgment in all such matteis 

Having thus disposed of tliis cabinet pictuie, ^■^c turn to 
some other features which these clergymen piesent foi exhibi- 
tion. They ijoyst themselves see the adioit dodge by which 
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they attempt to relieve themselves of the ti-uth we Imve pinned 
upon them in relation to their ostentatious display of knowl- 
edge respecting King James's revisers. We showed that they 
did not even know how many men were employed on the worlt. 
In a loose and rambling way they said there were fifty odd. 
We prodnced conclusive authority to show that thei-e were 
only forty. After weeks of labor these gentlemen have at last 
made a faint effort to sustain themselves. They uttered a 
loud hosanna over Anderson's Annals of the Bible when they 
wished to use tliat work against us; but when we turn its 
truths against them, and shiver their statements into shreds, 
they find it very convenient to disclaim all further acquaintance 
with Anderson's great worli. In order to try and find a prop 
for their fatal blunder ahout the "fifty odd translators," our 
clerical friends hunt up a poor miserable work called M'Clure's 
" Translators Itcvived," and attempt to pass that off as an 
authority against the highest authorities in this matter. But 
even M'OIure does not sustain them beyond the number forty- 
seven, and our clergymen ingeniously pieced out the forty- 
seven into fifty- four by a little imagination of their own! And 
they endeavor to palm oS this guess-work as history ! Now 
we sliall make the. matter very plain. Anderson's "Annals of 
fhc English Bible" is a standard authority, endorsed by these 
five clergymen in their first article. Andei^son thus distiibutes 
King James's workmen : 

H? gives the names of the ten at Westminster, engaged on 
Gtenesis to 2d Kings, inclusive ; at Cambridge, the eight en- 
gaged on 1st Chronicles to Ecclesiastes, inclusive; at Oxford, 
the SB\'EN employed on Isaiah to Malachi, inclusive; at the 
same place, the eight employed on Matthew to tlic Acts, in- 
clusive, and the Revelations , at Westminster again, the 
SEVEN employed on Bomans to Jude. Anderson gives the 
names and position of each one of these revisers. If the 
reader will add together the figures we have placed in small 
capitals, he will see that they make forty instead of the fifty 
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odd which tliGse clei'gymen have been looking for so anxiously 
and fruitlessly And Thorats Ilu-ttteii Home in Iii'! gieat 
worlv, gives precibelj the sime (distribution thit Anderson 
docs, and makes the number just forty, as vic fUteA it Oui 
cleucils might as well submit, they cin not get out of that 
blunder 

'igaiii the'^e gentlemen undertake to make capital out ot 
whit thf y call our inistil c about the motion of Canon Selw yn 
toi a icvision of the Seriptuies Ihe highest dignitarj m th 
Episcopal Church of Kentucky communicated to one of the 
undersigned last week, the mtormation t/iat Canon Sdnjn b 
motion embodied the miiinent of hii ChwK.h Tic Church 
of England thus iiitimittd it% sentiment thiough one ol its 
own members 

These gentlemen feel that they aie so lame that the> ( \n 
not get along without Di lullei The} once moie cla m him 
on the giound that he oncu spoke of the imj lopiicty of anothei 
organization engaging m the woik of levision. He was not 
speaking of the Bible Union, for that body was not then in 
existence. He is now actimly engaged in assisting the Bihls 
Union. These clergymen should try tlieir hands at proving 
that Paul never was a Christian because he held the clothes of 
those who stoned Stephen to death. 

Our clerical friends seem to be fairly frantic on tlie immer- 
sion question. They appear to think tiiat there is no other 
question under the sun. We have never said a word about it 
except in answer to them, and with rare coolness they talk of 
our clamor about immersion ! Anti-revisionists have written 
fen lines about immersion where the friends of revision have 
written one, as may casiiy be verified, in our case, by compar- 
ing our articles with those of the clergymen. Our Bible 
Union treats baptism as it does all other words — -by requiring 
all to be translated so as most clearly to express the sense of 
the original. And these five clergymen seem horror-striclten 
at the operation of such a law in the hands of the learned, but 
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the horror is only about one word in the text of inspiration. 
Verily, gentlemen, yon are in a trouble tliat will command bitt 
little sympathy. 

Again, as if determined to vindicate tlieir title to be con- 
sidered the most consistent mortals in all inconsistencies, these 
five clergymen talk grandly about "attaching too much impor- 
tance to an ordinance or saLnment in its mere form." And 
j'et each of tliese gentlemen his solemnly subscribed to a 
Confession of Faith that boldly and ].lainly teaches baptismal 
regeneration even for imbeiiei mg inf iiits 

These gentlemen merely ptss from one slough to get into 
another. Until we observed their work we had supposed that 
human nature might be fatigued even in blundering , but the 
endurance of these gentlemen is almost beyond the powers of 
faith. They now raise a clamor because the work of revision 
is, as they say, in the hands of immersionists. It is a sornid 
maxim in law, as in all sound morals, that no man can justify 
himself by a plea founded on his ovn\ wrong-doing. If this 
cause ia in the hands of the immersionists, it ia the fault of 
such gentlemen as these five clergymen. The Bible Union 
opened its doors wide enough to admit every honest-minded 
man or woman on earth. Its platform demands no more than 
that God's Word shall be translated faithfully into all lan- 
guages. These clergymen were not excluded, unless they are- 
opposed to the faithfiil translation of that Word. And why 
not come in now? The doors ate still open. The gentlemen ■. 
widely mistake the truth. There are great numbers of persons 
in the Bible Union who are not imma^sionists. But what if 
all arc immersionists? Are the constitution and laws good 
and suitable for carrying on the revision enterprise? Is the 
work needed? God has ordained that "ALL the wogds op 
His law shall be written \ery plainly." Do the five 
clergymen feel disposed to give a counter ordinance to that ? ■ 
We have shown so clearly that even the five ciergyraeu 
do not dispute the fact, that many things in King James's. 
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■version are obscure, many otliers are very erroneous, some are 
palpable and universally acknowledged perve^'sions, and some 
are contradictory. But the live clergymen choose to defy 
God's ordinance requiring plain speech for his laws! 

Our cleiicaj fiiends utterly refuse to meet any question at 
issue with any sign of fairness. On a certain occasion some 
Jews undertook to entrap the Saviour. He told them that he 
would tell them what they desii^ed to know, provided they 
would answer one question— was John's baptism from heaven 
or from men ? They reasoned among themselves, that if they 
said from heaven. He would corna- them by asking, why then 
did you not receive itt And they were afraid to say from 
men, because of the danger- of being stoned. Tliey concluded 
not to answei'. The five clergymen closely imitate these 
Jews, We liavc put the question to them repeatedly. Is King 
.James's version faithful in all respects to the inspired original? 
They are afraid to say it is not, because then the public demand 
would be, why not revise it ? They dare not say it is, because 
then we could overwhelm tliera with all then- scholars and 
with one another of the coalition. Instead of answci'ing that 
honest, fair, and vital question, they cry out, at the top of 
their lungs, immersionists, Spencer Cone, Alexander Camp- 
hell, and sectarianism, and complacently think that they are 
lo^cians ! They work in sectarian harness day and night, and 
occasionally seek each otlier's company, not for the promotion 
of the Gospel of Christ, not for tlie conversion of the world, 
not for the union of Christians, but to abuse Spencer Cone, 
Alexander Campbell, and the Bible Union. Are they afraid 
that, if the Scriptures are made intelligible to the masses of 
the people, they will find it difScult to maintain the attenuated 
threads of their sectarian distinctions? 

The gentlemen are greatly troubled about some of Elder 
Creath's opinions, uttered in St. Louis. Have they not yet 
learned that the Bible Union fettci-s no man's opinions? 
Wliatever is founded in reason, and is consistent with truth. 
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la respected. Is not that the way that these clergymen get' 
along in their coalition ? Are all the members of tiiia iamoiis 
coalition to be judged by the opinions of any one member of 
tliat immortal quintuple aliianoe ? Now, in order to show tiiese 
eiergynien how free the Bibie revision cause is, we hereby 
tender a public invitation to any one of the alliance, to attend 
the Annual Revision Association, which assembles in this city 
on the 10th of April, and make a speech. It shall be pub- 
lished in onr proccetlingg, and scatteretl among tlie friends of 
revision. The speaker may take his text on any one of tlie 
fiivorite topics of the coalition— immersion, Spencer Cone, 
Alexander Campbell, or sectarianism. If they liave not ex- 
hausted themselves on these entertaining themes, we hope that 
some one of tlie body will avail himself of tliia opportunity for 
distinguishing himself. 

The coalition seems steadily bent on finding out the names 
of the college of revisers. They speak of the "sedulous con- 
cealment." Gentlemen, do be patient. Some of your friends 
have declared, that if any names in their denominatiom can 
be discovered, they shall be expelled. But the names of 
numbers of them are widely knovra. They have been given 
to thousands in public addresses, and to several of the five 
clergymen, by one of the undersigned. When you cool down 
iind get through with your decorum letters, you shall liave more 
liames. After all, may we not enquire whether these five 
clergymen are not more won-ied about the names they alreatly 
know than concerned about the remaijider? The friends of 
revision have all the information on this subject that they 
desire at present. 

Our clerical friends are much more devoted to asking ques- 
tions tlian to answering them. They ask us solemnly, " Is it 
held that plain, common sense people, not acholai-s, can not 
get out of the old Englisli Bible a just and clear sense of 
the Gospel in every doctrine, promise, and precept ? " And we 
ask, docs not eacii one of you feacli that fimsc can I;c foum! 
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either in the Thirty-nine Ai'ticles, tlifi Westminster Confession 
of Faith, or in the Methodist Discipline? If there ia any 
sense or logic in your question, why print Bibles at all, or 
why pi-each from them? Why not print and circulate the 
little formularies, why not preaeh from them , wliy not teacli 
in the Sunday-schools from them? Will not your question 
apply to the Douay vemon? Why does eacli one of you 
denounce that ? Will not your inqniry apply to the Swedish 
and Portuguese versions, not one fourth of which is correct or 
intelligible to the common people ? God declares, tliat "ALL 
Scripture ^ven by Divine mspiration is peofitable." Do 
you call that in question? God denounces those who shall 
ADD to the words of His Book, and those who shall dimikisu 
from His words. Many letters, words, and eenfences, that do 
not helnng to the M''ord of God, ai-e added in King James's 
version ; many that belong to the inspired text are not to be 
found in the authorized version, and many expressions are un- 
intelligible that should be plain. How many of tlie ablest 
and best of scholars have we already quoted upon the.sc cler- 
gymen on these points? But, in good season, we shall give 

As specimens of what these gentlemen understand by coiu- 
tesy, good manners, decomm, &c., we beg leave to call atten- 
tion to the following We are charged witli "acting under 
false pretenses , " ■with ' attempting to force the .Woi-d of 
God;" "to beguile others into a confidence tliat will be 
abused." These beautiful gems of politeness, we suppose, 
are the choice morceaux of clerical courtesy to which we poor 
laymen must submit in humble gratitude to these dispensers 
of blessed words! Although the reader may search all the 
articles of the undesigned without finding the least semblance 
of such language, yet these gentlemen not only indulge in the 
most insulting inuendoes and criminations, but with the coolest 
complacency lecture us upon good manners, civility, and cour- 
tesy! But fhcy say that they "would not interfere with us 
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if we would represent a just design." We shall feel obliged 
to the clergy if they will translate that into intelligible Eng- 
lish. But this much we can say: we challenge these gentle- 
men to place their finger upon a single instance in which wc 
have failed to fully express oar tme designs and objects. An 
injustice by inuendo is rather worse than an open wrong. 

Our clerical (nends are exceeding fretted on account of our 
allusion to the wrong they perpetrated on Spencer Cone. The 
charge ia tme, just in the terms in which we expressed it. "Wc 
answered them from their publication in the Courier ; and in 
tlieir article in that paper the grievous wrong was done to 
Spencer Cone of which we complained. And the wrong haa 
never yet been amended. The Rev. Mr. Adams has pointed 
out the fact that the publication in the Journal was correctly 
printed. But why did not these gentlemen see that tlieir 
publication was correct in both papers? They are responsible 
for both. We charged that the wrong was peipetrated by 
quotation marks ; and so far as the article of the clergymen 
in the Courier is concerned, the wrong is still unredressed. 
These clergymen owe it to themselves, and to a sense of 
justice to the memory of Dr. Cone, to coiTCct their error for 
the readers of the Courier, When they do that, they may 
consider themselves relieved of our charge, but not until 
then. When a man discovers that' he has committed a wrong, 
even by a typogi'aphical error, he ia in common honesty bound 
to correct it. 

Our cici'gy talk about judging a tree by its fruit. They 
should be careful about awaking too much public attention to 
tlmt rule just now; wc question whether it will benefit them 
a great deal. But we are willing to be tried by that rule. 
What better first-fruits of an organized body do they want 
than its constitution and settled rules of procedure? And we 
call upon the gentlemen now, as we have often done unsuccess- 
fully, to point out the least flaw in them, or the first instance 
in which we have deviiited from them. 



,y Google 



IQ8 FIDELITY TO COD IN THE 

We beg leave to say to our clerical friends that these arli- 
cles are extensively republished ; and the friends of revision, 
in all cases, pubHsli the articles of tlie five clergymen. Prep- 
arations are in progress for the republication of the whole cor- 
respondence in pamphlet form for distribution in Europe and 
America. We shall be happy if our cleiical friends will try 
their hands once moi-e, and produce something that will do 
them credit. We pray tliem, before they abandon this field 
of fame, to tiy and state o:JE fact on revision that wiii bear 
scrutiny; to make at least one argument that will pass cur- 
rent in the realms of logic. 

James Edmcnds. 
T. S. Bell. 



N U M B E II VIII. 



THE AtlTIIORS AND FIKIBHERR OF Tllfi COMMON VERSION. — ITS 
REVISERS AND THEIR OPPONENTS. 

Wk Iiavc heard and read a gi-eat de<ai in rolation to iLc. 
remarkable mcrita of the forty gentlemen, who, by a strelcii 
of oourtesy, are called the translators of King James's version. 
The period in which they flourished is called, very coi'ionsly, 
"the goklen age of icaraing," a phrase which can have no 
force of truth to those acquainted with the histoiy of that 
epoch. What are the golden fruits of that period? What 
are the products of the learning of that age ? In wliat quar- 
ter of the earth may any man seek for any evidence of the 
tiTith of the statement that the learning of King James's times 
was either comprehensive, accm^ate, vital, or able ? It is easy 
enough to manufacture fine phmses— quite easy, in the loom 
of an active imagination, to weave tissues at once gaudy and 
glaring and attenuated. Eut in nmltcrs that concern ti^' 
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welfare of human beings, that are conneetetl with their highest 
intei-ests and tliuir eternal rights, that bind them to the tliroiie 
o£ Omnipotence and to an inheritance tliat is undefiled and 
that fadeth not aT.yay, fine phrasing and a tesselated mosaie of 
pompous words, that speak more of sound than of sense, ara 
not tlie 'proper food for the inimortai mind. At the judgment- 
bax of Grod each individLial must answer for liimself; neither 
pi'ieat nor clci^y of any kind, nor chiireh institutions made by 
men, nor human fonnularies, can be of any avaih Each 
mortal must answci- for himself, upon the Word of God , and 
by that alone will eaeh one be measui-ed. Hence the value of 
the labors of the Bible Union towards that glorious consum- 
mation wliich the English language ao mueli needs — a transla- 
tion of tho Word of the Eternal, faitlifiil in all respects to the 
inspired original. Battle after battle lias been fought upon 
the piinciple involved in this work. In all ages, privileged 
orders Lave felt that among tlieir dearest pivileges was that 
which protected the masses of the people from too clear a 
comprehension of the AVord of God. Thus, when Cramner 
attempted to revise Tyndale'a translation of the New Testa- 
nient, and divided the work out among the most learned men 
of his time, the answer of Stokesly, bishop of London, is not 
a bad type of myriads of established errorists of that age and 
of all succeeding ages. This clergyman, to whom Cranmer 
had sent the Acts of the Apostles for revision, said : " I mar- 
vel wliat my lord of Canterbury meaneth, tliat he thus abusetli 
the people in giving them liberty to read the Scriptures, which 
dotli notliing else but infect them with heresy, I liave be- 
stowed never an hour upon my portion, nor ever will. And 
therefore my lord sliall have his book again, for I will never 
be guilty of bringing the simple people mto ei-ror." In plain 
terms my loi'd bishop of London could see nothing but evil in 
an attempt to make the Scriptures of Divine Truth intelligi- 
ble to the masses of tho people. When the early reformers 
endeavored to translate language of this kind into stieli :\3 
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expressed good honest llioughts, they successfully spake, ac- 
coi-ding to Hume, in these terms: "Nothing can he more 
absurd than to conceal, in an unlmown tongue, the Word of 
God itself, and thus counteract the will of Heaven, which, tor 
the purpose of universal salvation, had published that salutary 
doctrine to all nations, that if tliis practice were not very 
absurd, the artifice at least was very gross, and pi-oved a con - 
eciousness tliat tlie glosses and traditions of the clergy stood 
in direct opposition to the original text, dictated by Supreme 
intelligence; tliat it was now necessary for the people, so long 
abused by interested pretensions, to see with tlieir own eyes, 
and to examine whether the claims of the ecclesiastics were 
founded on that charter which was on all hands aclmowlcdged 
to be derived from heaven, and that, as a spirit of reseai'ch 
and cniiosity was happily revived, and men were now obliged 
to mate a choice among the contending doctrines of different 
sects, the proper materials for decision, and, above all, the 
Holy Scriptures, should be set before them ; and the revealed 
will of God, which the change of language liad somewhat 
obscured, be again, by their means, revealed to mankind.'' 
The Bible Union of the present time occupies the veiy ground 
occupied by the reformers of the troublous times of Hemy 
VIII., Edward, Elizabeth, and James I. ; the opposition to 
tlie Bible Union stands precisely where all opposition to giving 
the fullness and puiity of the Word of God to tlie people hat 
ever stood. And this opposition now is doomed to meet even 
a more disastrous fate than its kindred types Irnve ever expe- 
rienced , for the Bible Union occupies a tenitoiy of trutli, of 
fidelity to God and man, and of capacity for its noble objects, 
never before occupied in any attempt to make a perfectly faith- 
ful vei-sion of the entire Word of God. Burnet's " Histoij 
of his own Times" and Ncal's "Histoiy of the Puritans," 
amply eonfinn the trath of Hume's picture of tlie opposition 
to a faithful ti-anslation of tlie truth of God ; and a modem 
artist might draw a similar picture from living models. Even 
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fliose forty gentlemen wlio rcviscd the Bible in King James's 
time, and who are now canonized and sainted among Protest- 
ants to such an extent that a Presbyterian clergyman, in the 
Independent, recently said that some Pi-otestams bestowed 
upon their work an " idolati-ous rcvei-ence," felt a great load 
of the evils wluch theii- reverers attempt to heap now on otliei's. 
We have now before us the preface of these forty mirrors of 
"the golden age of learning of King James's times" to the 
first edition of the Bible revised by them. In that tliey thus 
speak: "AVhosoever attempteth any tiling for the public (espe- 
cially if it pertain to religion and to the opening and clearing of 
the Word ot God) the same setteth himself upon a stage to 
be glouted upon hy every evil eye, yea, he casteth himself 
headlong upon pikes to be gored hy every sliarp tongue, for 
he that meddleth with men's religion, in any part, meddleth 
with their costume, nay, their freehold , and thmgh they find 
no content in. that whioA they have, yet they can not abide to 
hear of ailering." The italicized poi-tion of this word-picture 
has all the fidelity of a perfect daguerireotype. We have 
among us those who are not content with what they Iiave, but 
can not abide to hear of altenng. Take, for example, the 
practices and connections o£ "the five clergymen" who havo 
recently immortalized tliemselvcs hefore the people oi' Ken- 
tucky in their attempt to crush out life fi-om the revision cause. 
Ail that portion of the five clergymen who know any thing 
of the Greek language industriously revise the Scriptures in 
their pulpits and in their theological polemics ; and thi-ee of 
the five utterly condemn King James's vei-sion in what ai-c 
held to he impoi-tant and essential parts. King James's ver- 
sion sets up an establishment called Bishops, which three of 
these cloi-gymen, with all then- brethren, utterly repudiate. 
Witli two of these "harmonious clergymen" bishops ai-e a 
divine order, set forth m the Holy Scriptures ; but the otliei' 
fhree hormoniea reject the divinity of bishops, refuse to ac- 
knowledge their existence in their church government, and 
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declare, that altLougli such an order is taught ia King James'y 
New Testament, the Holy Oi-acles in the inspired text teach 
nothing of the kind! VerUy, these are guides foi- the people 
to the pure light of God's truth [ 

But wc turn to a consideration of King James's packed jiiry 
of revision. It is a great stretch of the trath to cail them 
substantially by the name of ti-anslators. The real translator 
of a large portion of the English Bible was William Tyndale, 
who gave ample evidence of the possession of more learning 
than we have any evidence was m possession of the entire 
forty gentlemen called King James's translators. Tyndale 
really translated the Old Testament from the Hebrew, for he 
no bad English translation from those tongues to guide him. 
That noble martyr to truth determined, even at the risk of hia 
life, which he lost m tlie cause, to furnish the people with as 
faitliiiil a version of God's word as he could make; and hia 
truthful mind foresaw the resulte. In a conversation with a 
reputed leai-ned divine, he uttered the remarkable words : " If 
God spai'e my life, ere many years, I -will cause a boy that 
driveth the plow to know more of the Scfiptures than yoii 
do.'" The light of tliat truth shines now upon tlie laboi-s of 
the Bible Union. 

To return- King J^imes's revisers had before them Ihe labors 
of Tyndale, Covevdalc's translation, John Rogers's compila- 
tion of Tyndale and Coverdale, with improvements of his own; 
Cranmer's Great Bible ; the Geneva Bible ; the Bishop's Bible ; 
and the Latin Vulgate. All testimony of any weight con- 
curs in supporting these fiicta. A gi-eat deal of labor is spent 
by persons, who scai-cely know what they arc talking about, in 
glorifying the learning of King James's "translators." If 
these parties were called upon for proof of then- statements, 
they would necessarily be dumb, for the record is vacant in all 
the matter of proof. Those " translators" have not left a single 
monument of their learning by which its character can be ascer- 
tained. !Men of science, of learning, of arts, and of philoso- 
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pliy are known by tlie worlis tliey praduce, and can be known 
in no other way. Wlioi'e is the lexicon, the grammar, any 
editions of the classics, any treatise in any one department of 
learning, prepai'ed by any one of King James's board of forty 
ravisers, to which men may look in order to learn something of 
their acquisitions ? All history stands dumb ix> tliet:^ questions. 
There is not a particle of reliable evidence that any one of the 
tbrty could i-ead and translate with skill either Hebrew or 
Greek. It requu-es no gi-eat amount of scholarship to detect 
tlieir frequent visits to the Latin Vulgate for such improve- 
ments as tliey made upon previous versions ^ but their improve- 
ments were more than counterbalanced by their numerous 
blunders and palpable comiptions of the Word of God. The 
preface, to their first edition of the Bible was full of the lowest, 
vilest, almost proiane adulation of one of the most wicked, 
pi-ofanc, and outrageous beings that ever wore a a-own ; one 
who spent bis time in burning Pi'Csbyterians and Baptists, and, 
in the language of Neal, in " wounding the Pi'otestant religion 
and the liberties of England." And they carried this adula- 
tion where it became profanity, into the text of God's word. 
In order to assist the tyrant James in riveting a yoke upon 
the necks of the people, these corrupt revisers, holding appoint- 
ments under James and seeking church benefices at his hands, 
did not hesitate to make holy wnt utter repeatedly, God save 
the King — a plnrase not only never written by the Holy Spirit, 
but at wai- with all of God's revelation on kingiy governments. 
In former articles we have shown the enormity committed by 
these men in placing in the word of inspiration a Saxon female 
idol Eostre or Easter, ui lieu of the Divine institution ordained 
hj Jehovah. And we might go on and fill column after 
column with specimens of such work, which not one scholar 
on this earth would attempt to defend. King James's servitors 
irarped tlie Word of God to suit theu- employer or to suit their 
own theological notions. Their business was with philology 
not theology. Take a single case of their unscrupuloiisness in 
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llieir dcpaitment of tlicology. The word IHinee means a bed 
or a couch. From that word the English language has o3i- 
tamed all such words aa decluie, recline, Jndine, and clinical. 
Thronghoiit the entire Bible, indeed throughout all English 
litei-ature, wherever tlic word occurs, it is always translated a 
bed or a couch, except in a single place. It has no other me^in- 
ing than tliat which we have mentioned. But in Maik vii. 4, 
IGng James's " ti'analatoi-s " had the hai-dihood to translate it 
tahJps. They might as well have translated it horse, cow, or 
sheep, for it means either of them quite as much as it does 
table. The word Kliiiee or its derivatives occur ten times in 
the New Teptameiit, and nine times King Jamcs'a revisers 
translate it bed. "VVliy then did they foige a meaning for 
KUnon in Mai-lc vii. 4. ? Simply because in that place the 
Saviom- used tlie word bapij'i^nous and a foi^ged meaning was 
given to iLliiinn in order to ob.scui'c the common meaning at- 
tached to baptismous. The conmion meaning of that word 
perfectly applies to tJic immei-sing of beds ; the intention was 
to make it difficult to apply such washing to tables! Is there 
a pious or an honest man any where who would hold a tenet 
erected on such tampermg with the in'^piied test as that? 

Let us return to a consideration of the character of King 
James's '■ translators." Wo leani fiom Dr, S. E. Shcpard 
that a Ma-. M'Clure has published a work called "The Trans- 
lators Revived." He felt anxious to do honor to these men, 
but he says, that where he expected to satisfy himself without 
difficulty, lie found Imnself sorely disa^oirUed. He seai-ched 
public libraries and found some little about all the forty save 
two — Eairclough and Sanderson. They are in hopeless ob- 
livion. We know more of Tyndalc and Rogers, who preceded 
them, than wc do of all the forty. ?.'Ir. M'Clure, although 
fjarnestly bent on doing them honor, acknowledges that their 
labor was but a revision of the translations of 'Tv'udale and 
Rogers. As the end of ftfr. M'Clurc's twenty years' labor to 
do them honor, that is the result. Upon Clark, the author 
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devotes tivelve lines of liiograpliy , upon I'ciyn and Bminth- 
waite each eleven lines , Radcliffe, Laiiiekl, and King each nine 
lines, R. Andrews and Ward each eight hnes, upon Eavens 
seven lines, Hutchison and M. Sanderson five lines, upon 
Burleigh foui' lines ; Spalding tliree and a half , upon Rabbet 
two and a half lines. And to such celebrities as these the 
English mind is called upon to bow in humble servitude for all 
time to come. There is not the least evidence that any one ^ 
the body was a good scholar and a pious man. Tliey praised 
the King's remai-kable piety, and he swore Hke a trooper in 
their presence, and was guilty of the most awful abominations 
before God and man, Bancroft, in attempts to drive' the Puri- 
tans, Baptists, and othci^s into conformity to King James's 
notions of a church, drew up three hundred ministers, and 
ftnapended, or deprived, or excommunicated, imprisoned, or 
exiled the whole number. He was King James's chosen church- 
man, his agent in religious matters. He chose the "ti-ansla- 
tors," and it requires no very great conjectural j^rower to under- 
stand what kind of tools Bancroft chose for the work in hand 
— a Bible shaped for a despotic King who avowed that hie 
throne rested not upon Christianity nor upon freedom, but 
upon a despotic church, establishment. And the Puritan de- 
scendants of Raynolds, of Sparks, Chadderton, and Knew- 
-stubbs, of the Hampton Confei-ence, are now standing before 
the people of Kentucky, glorifying King James, Bishop Ban- 
croft, and their allies, and spitting upon the graves and the 
memories of thdr martyred Puritan progenitors ! Vcriiy, the 
world moves after a feshion of its own. 

But the five clei^ymen attempted, some time since, to show 
tJie i-emarkable glories of King James's times in biblical learning 
for a " translation" of the Bible that must never be disturbed. 
Yet that "translation" has ne-ver commanded the confidence 
or approbation, in all respects, of the learned. In the seven 
years tliat succeeded its publication, ten editions o? tlie Geneva 
"Bible, and four editions of the (.Tcneva New Tesfamcni, ivero 
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printed in Englantl. And for twenty-one years the Geneva 
Bible was the popular one in England ; and tliat bitter hatei' 
of dissenters, Bishop Laud, made it a high commission crime 
to import, print, or sell tlie Geneva or the Presbyterian trans- 
lation. We can now place our Jiand on more than one hun- 
dred learned works upon the Bible, extending from 1632 down 
to our day, each of which condemns King Jamess vei-sion, and 
proposes amendments in it. And in relation to the relative 
capacities of the biblical science of King James's age of bitter 
theological controversy and fiery pei-secutions, and of our 
peaceful age of fi-ecdom and popular sovei-eignty, we quote the 
authority of the ablest Presbj^eiian scholar in this counhy. 

Edward Robinson, in liis " Greek Hai-mony of the Gospels," 
says "In the lapse of centuries, and even of yeai^s, there is 
a constant prioress in the obsei-vation and diseoveiy of new 
faets and cii-ciimstances, feeaiing upon the social and also the 
physical histoiy of the Hebrews and other ancient nations. 
They all sei-ve to enlarge tlie circle of biblical knowledge; 
they add to the apparatus and means of the interpreter and 
biblical hai-monist, and often shed new light upon topics which 
before were dark or doubtful. It may also be bndy said, 
that in no foitner period, perhaps, has tkem heen accumulated 
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Tlie Bible Un on Iia? ad ola s in its ! aid of c\ c s who 
Lave built ip moruments ot leii img that tmII be honored 
among men i\l ie bibl eal cienue has a hiei d npon tl e eirth 
and there is not i mm m it whose pei onal cliaiacter has i 
etain upon it Ihe pimcipLb ot tie Society i\e lia^e implj 
and clearly dev loped and tliey commend themselves to all 
men. Presbyteiians Metho liists an 1 Epiacopaliai a ha^ e, m 
tliis city, since the five clergj men commenced then opposition 
ralhed undei tl e binnei ot the ixivision caus and they eheei 
ns forward m that glorious woil which tnimated the noble 
heart of Tyn lalu — to mil e the "0 ord of Go 1 m English so 
clear, so intelhi^ible and so pdjibie to the undeistaniJ ng 
that an enfei-pnimg plowman mty m tluee weeks Imow moii* 
of it tlian a lazy cleigyman 

Jajics EDl^u^DS. 

T. S, Bell. 



N i; M B F. R IX. 

TESTIMONIES OF SCHOI.ABS ON KETISIOK. 

When the Bible Revision Association appointed us to per- 
form the duty of esplauiing before tlie public the principles 
upon whicli the revision of the Bible has been undeitahen by 
the Bible Union, we had no reason to suppose that any one 
would undei-take to get up a controversy with us on the subject. 
And we could not have conceived, that under any circum- 
stances, any one would deliberately undertake the wholesale 
aspersion of the moral chai^acters of the bests of pious mm 
and women engaged in this cause, whose chaiacters are not 
called in question in any other matter. All the parties engiged 
in the enterprise of tlie Bible Union are recognized nt peisons 
K)f unhlemis.hed integrity, of pure moi-als, of tliujoiigh Irutl iiil- 
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mesa in matters of vemcity. All these parties are endeavoring 
to procure what no man of learning any wheje will say the 
English language now possesses^ — a Bitle faithful in all respects, 
to iJie inspired texts. They have secured fidelity in this work 
by all the gnarajitces known to them, and they have pleaded 
with their opponents to suggest a hotter plan or an improvement 
upon tliis. Ifo man has challenged a single jmneiple of i/te 
Bihle Union, M) one has said that there is a single defect 
in the constitution, the organisation, w the contracts of the 
Bible Union. There is not one Chiistian man or woman on 
the earth who can give one good reason why he or she may 
not stand on the platform of the Bible Union. That platform 
is, that all the inspired test shall he faithfully translated. 
Yet notwithstanding these substantial and incontrovertible 
truths, we have been assailed. We Lave been virtually told 
by those who adduce no pr&of of then- statement, that the- 
eonstituticm, the organization, and the contracts of the Bible 
Union are false in every respect, and that people whose integ- 
rity IS commended in all communities wherever they are known, 
are pei-soiis who are so steeped in falsehood tlrnt they are not 
to be believed in any thing they ?ay. Can any pereon, in any 
state of case, be justified in making such wholesale denuncia- 
tion of honest, virtuous people? Is there any Christianity^ 
any ray ot a holy spirit, in such work as this? Yet every 
person who says tliat the revised Bible is to be a sectarian, 
work, is guilty of this reniaikible deed of winn^ \nd thero 
IS not a person any where, who i=! guilty ot tlui deep ofiLnce,, 
who is not himself steeped in sectammsm Theie is not a 
more peifcct criterion by which iny peison s intense =!ectariin 
iam may be known than bj lus lesoi-t to this "itteepmg denun 
eiation. We excecdinglv regiet that Christianity his not yet 
been received enough by men to puiily the moiai atmo'jphere 
&-om sucli poisonous influences Wc regret that instead ot 
those pure, gentle, holj tmtltul Ij^ cable traits ot clniactcr, 
which Christianity intendi„d to intioduc e\en men ^\]ic. 
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profess to be under its influence display the same sectarian 
bigotiy, deep-seated prejudices, and reckless tongues, tliat 
hunted tiie Saviour to the cross, and tracked the footsteps of 
the apostles with unvaiying misrepresentation and unrelenting 
persecution. When the Saviour was among men, lie asked, 
" When the Son of Man eoraetli, shall he find faith on the 
earth?" The condition of things we have described does not 
look much like it. The souis of believei-s desire the pure oil 
■which Zachariah saw emptied from the two olive branches, 
through two golden pipes — those two olive ti-ees and two can- 
dlesticlts whicli John, in the Apocalypse, saw ''standing before 
the God of the eaiUi ;" but the intense aectaiianism which has 
usui'ped the province of Jehovah, declares that we shall not 
have it. It dares to declare to men and women, that tliougli 
its oil is hnpore, they shall have no other. This intense sec- 
tarianism, while admitting that tha-e is not one English version 
of the Word of God, fiiithful in all respects, dares to assume 
thai a detective repi-esenfation of God's revelation is quite as 
useful as a faithful one. The common version has crowded 
English Christendom with sects that are almost as innumerable 
as the sands iipon tlie sea-shore. These sects arc the legiti- 
mate fruits of t3iat sectarian version from which they all pre- 
tend to draw their sustenance ; they could not have been pro- 
duced by the inspired oracles. All the promises of God are. 
based upon His Word, not upon unfaitlifnl versions of it. 

B\it wc fuin fiom these contemplations of the subject to 
legitimate sources of c\ idence There arc scholar's in tlie sec- 
taiian establishments of the daj w!io can afford to be tmthfui 
and lionest ind who lemcmbci that gentleness and truth are 
among the gnces of C'hn'.tianity The cause for wliich we 
plead IS su tnine 1 b> ti e tcsti nony of the entue Word of 
(.Tod and h} the ciitici ms of e^ery biblical scholar living, 
ind b> e^Pi^ one that has lived And eveii those influences 
which occupy po'^itions intigonistic to the cause of i-evision 
aie now beginning t I ir witnpss lo ita excellence. Wc 



,y Google 



FIDELITY TO flOl) IK T Jl 



begin with the Western Christian Advocate, a Methodist 
paper published at Ciiieinnati. In answer to a correspondent 
as to the fact that a prominent Mftthodist doctor of divinity 
was engaged by the Bible Union, the editor says : 

" After all, no one may be disconcerted about this matter. 
The new translators must be very incompetent and unfair men 
if they do not furaish a better ti-anslation of the Scriptures 
than our present Enghsli version, which, though the best that 
could be made at the time — and it may be better than the 
new one— may be gi-eatly improved for the better, in accord- 
ance with tlic original Scriptures. Wesley gave a bettor 
translation of tlie New Testament. Campbell and Doddridge 
also improved. No one need be frightened on this subject, as 
the Bible is quite safe in almost any of the English versions— 
the Douay not excepted— if you reject the gross sectarian 
notes." 

The New York Independent, a leading Presbyteiuan paper 
of the city of New York, thus speaks of one of the i-evisers : 

" The iiev. John Liilic, D.D., is a clergyman of the Scotch 
Presbyteiian Cliurch in tlii'i city, eminent alike tor his learning 
and Clmstian mteguty Di L. is at present engaged profes- 
siomlly upon the new vcraion of the Eible, a service for which 
his 'lound scholai^up -md Ms critical accuracy admirably fit 
him ' A number of other revisers are loiown, and no one has 
(juctioned either the scholarship, piety, or integrity of any 
one of them Does not this fact speak ti'umpet-tongued in 
beh-dt of the es(,ellence of the Eible Union's eft'oiis to employ 
none but faifhftd, competent men? May not sometliing be 
conjectured as to the cliancter of the unlcnovm revisers from 
those who aie known' Does any one imagine that such men 
as Ruttiger, Forsyth, Boys, LilHe, Conant, and Morton would 
be associated with mcompetent, uufaitliful men, engaged in 
.pervei'ting tlie Won! of God? Shame upon the heart that' 
can be guilty of such evil imagining! Shame upon the pen 
tiiat can utter sudi injurious statements ! 
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Archdeacon Hare, of tlic English Olmrch, a man of piofoiiuii 
learning and evangelical piety, says : 

" Tliia notion that slight eiTOrs and defects and f.mltrf aie 
immaterial, and tliat we need not go to tlie trouble of con-cct- 
ing them, is one main cause why tliere are so many huge 
errors and ilofeets aqd faults in cveiy region of Imnian life, 
practical and speculative, moral and poUticai. Nor should any 
error be deemed slight which affects tlie meaning of a single 
word in tho Bible, where so much weight is attached to every 
single word, and where so majiy inferences and conclusions arc 
drawn from the slightest ground, not merely those which find 
utterance in books, but a far gi'cater nunibta- springing up m 
tltc minds of the millions to whom our English Bible is the 
code and canon of all truth, For this reason, error's, even tho 
least, in a version of tho Bible, aa-e of fai- gi-eatei- moment 
tiian in any other book, as well because the contents of the 
Bible are of far greater impoiianee. and have a far wider influ- 
ence, as also because the readers of the Bible are not only the 
educated and the learned, who ca,n exercise some sort of judg- 
ment on what they read, but vast multitudes who understand 
what they read according to tlie letter. Hence, it is a main 
duty of a Church to tahe care tiiat the version of tho Scrip- 
tures whicli it puts into the liands of the members shall be as 
faultless as possible." 

The Rev. John Stock, of Patmos College, Longwood, Hud- 
deralield, in reference to the American Bible Union, says : 

" I look on the work in whicli you are engaged as the noblest 
of modem days, and ti'ust that your Union may be enabled, 
eventually, to supply every tribe of men with a faithfui and 
complete ti-anslation of the whole Woix[ of God in their own 
tongue. Remember me kindly to that man of God, Dr. 
Maday- Our people collected for him nearly £40." 

Of tliat portion revised by a Presbyterian clergyman of the 
city of New York, tlie Church of England Quarterly llaga- 
zinr, says : 
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" If this be the conclusion [i. e., of the revision of the Neiv 
Tesf ament], then we must congratulate our American brethren 
both on their translation and on their notes. Wc certainly 
want a work of tlie Itintl here, and if tins be not a conciuaion, 
we Iiope there will be sufficient encouragement to go on witli 
so good a ivorL" 

Tlie Nonconformist, published in London, is the chief organ 
of the dissenters in England, and is edited with great leai-nmg 
and ability. It says . 

" The work before us is an installment of what ive hope 
may prove speedily a complete revision of our common Eng- 
lisli version. The American Bible Union is unknown to us j- 
but wc, on the evidence of tins thin q^uarlo, must regard it as 
a most valuable association for the promotion of the best of 
purposed and we ti-u&t its labors maybeadequ^telj sustamed 
aid accomplish the gi'e'vt ends pioposed The special uistmc- 
tnns ^ji\en to t it lei i eis ot the English New Testament an I 
(hsenel by the antho ol the pcition now betoie us ire to 
retain the piesent \ei=im as the basis of tlicn ie\ision, and to 
m ike that ■\er&ion tiom the lecLi^cd Oieck text ciiticall} eJ 
ited ^itli the laiown eiToia conrK:ted ti cite all authoutit's 
foi olteiations made niid to g ■v e the ^v n,ws of the reviser as to 
the tnnslation of the &ame noid or phiaae of tlie ongim not 
oniy in the pl-ice before him but in eveiy othei place in which 
it occurs Should this plan be earned out pio\i3ion is mort 
efTectually made for gaining the concnn'cnt authority of the 
biblical scholars for the revised version than existed among 
the fifty -four tfanslatovs of King James ; and the result could 
scarcely fail to be successful and to secure public confidence." 

Rev. Samuel H. Turner, D. D., of the Episcopal Theolog- 
ical Seminaiy, New York; 

" It is only necessary to examine your work in part to be 
satisfied that you have devoted much care and labor to it, and 
that the result is, in very many places, a decided improvement 
on the authorized version," 
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Samuel Davidson, LL.D., Professor in Lancashire InJcpcii- 
ilont College, Manchester, England, author of "An Introduc- 
iion to the New Testament," &e., a hihlical scholar of tlie 
liighest reputation both in Europe and Amei-ica, eays: 

"There is no doubt that the revision is veiy well done. 
Whoever tlie unknown writer be, he has done his work ex- 
tremely well. His scliolarship is vai-ied and sound." 

The Clerical Journal and Churcli and Univci-sity Chronicle, 
published at Oxford, England, thus speats of tiie last I'cvision : 

"The American Bible Union has the merit of putting forth, 
in a book now before us, the first attempt at such a revision of 
the text as is required. 

" The conscientious minuteness with which every slight de- 
parture from the authorised text is noted, and every authonty 
of value collated, is highly ci-editable to the editor or editors. 
The style in which the book is printed, and tlie price at 
which it is oftered to the public, ai'C highly creditiiblc to the 
publisiiei-s." 

From AMEiiiCAN Periodicals. 

The Biblical Repositoiy and Princeton Review says : 

" This volume is understood to be the work of a Presbyte- 
rian minister, in full communion with our own Church, A3 
we have not his permission to destroy the incognito maintained 
throughout the publication, we content ourselves with saying 
that he has no reason for concealment, if the most extensive 
and exaet aequaintance with the text, theology, and e.'iegesis 
of the New Testament, as well as with the niceties of English 
diction, and the utmost tenderness in dealing ivith the venera- 
lile English Bible, even while coiTCCting it, can give a man a 
place among the biblical critics of the age and connfry," 

From Wa3miark3 in the Wilderness, we extract the intro- 
ductory sentences of different paragraphs: 

" This is one of the most important ■works that has ever 
ij^KUcd from the ;\merican pvcfis." 
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"The chief ^ilue and puimiy design of this work is its 
excellence an a tianslation." 

"One of the gieat excellences of this version is its faithful 
adherence to the oiigiml ' 

" This new tran-ihtion a! u fl i \ a great light on many doc- 
ti'ines of Sciiptuie " 

"Anotliei excellence of tins iciised version is the rcctificar- 
fion of the Greek text of Revelation." 

The Home and Foreign Journal says : 

*' We are prepared to give it a tliorengh examination, &c. 
Here is the book itself, avowedly given to the public to be 
cniiciscd. Let it be subjected to the severest philological 
tests, and if shown to be imperfect, the Bibie Union will make 
changes accordingly. What coold be fairer than tliis ?" 

All these witnesses as to the practices of the Bible Union 
are Pedobaptist anthorifie? of eminence We have Jierefoforp 
published in full the princijjles of the Bible Union as devel- 
oped in its constitution, organization, contracts with the 
reviser-s, and professions of its friends. No man has felt 
liimself strong enough to question any one of the principles 
of the revision organization. Those principles have rcceutlj' 
ran the gantlet of live clergymen, who were aboundantly able, 
willuig, and zealous to attack them, iiad there been one vul- 
nerable point in them ; but tliosc gentlemen did not chnllengc 
a single principle of the Bible Union. A more just, fair, and 
trntliful organization for caiTying foi^ward a lioly work never 
was made upon this earth. And as there is but one other 
method beside.the principles of an organized body, of judging 
the motives of men, and that is in seeking to iind how ihr 
tlieir practices confonn to their principles, we have to-ilay 
shown the testimony of indeiiendeiit scholars and authorities 
to the fflct that the practices of the Bible Union ai'e in strict 
conformity to its princA2>les. Indeed, such has been the wel- 
come given by scholars aiid high autlionties among thevai-icui^ 
sects, to the specimens of revision ah'carly made, that i\.c 
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friends of the cause have ample reason to anticipate a much 
more general and coi-dial welcome from tliem than was origi- 
nally hoped tor. If the revision movement be of God, mortal 
power can not ai'reat it, if it be of men, it will come to naught 
of itself. 

We close ivith these testimonies for the present. We shall 
continue to show tlie voice of the learned upon tlie absolute 
necessity of a revision of tlie Holy Oracles, and upon the suc- 
cess in fdthfulness thus far achieved by tlie Bible Union in 
revising the Holy Oracles. Tliei-e is not a more momentous 
question to mortals than is contained in that which asks, What 
has God said to man? There is not one veraion of tlie Bibic 
in the English language that gives a complete answer to this 
all-important, all-pervading question. But the Bible Union 
intends, that so far as human powers can accomplish a gi'eat 
and an essential result, this crying sin shall no longer mai- the 
progi-ess of the masses of tlie people in the attainment of bib- 
lical tinith. We shall therefore devote our laboi-s, hereafter, 
to an exposition of the resoui-ces of the Bible Union for secur- 
ing the great objects contemplated, 

James Edmunds, 
T S. Bell. 



N U M E F. R X . 

KING JAMES'S VERSION COMPARED WITH I'HE WORK 0!f 
THE HOLY SPIRIT. 

When the Arch-enemy of mankind undertook to prove Him 
to whom the Holy Spirit and tJie voice from Heaven had just 
home testimony at the Jordan, one of the answers given by 
ihe I'ounder of Christianity was, "It is written, man shall 
nil live by bread alone, but by evei-y v:ord that proceedelh 
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out of the mouth of Goii." And tin? is the answer now of 
every faithful, truthful heaif ; it i? the answer, too, not only 
in words, biit in every action of life. In the ear of evpi} 
tiTie and fiiitliful follower of Jebus Cliri-^t rings the Eternal 
voice, uttering, "Heaven and earth shall pass aT,vay, but My 
words shall not pass away." " The loord that I have spolvcn 
the same shall judge him in tlie last day." "If you continue 
in my word, tlien are you my disciples indeed." These an' 
the declarations of the Holy Spirit, and the testimony of eveiy 
biblical scholar who lias ever spoken on the subject is, tliat 
thei-e is not one vei'sion of the Word of God in the English 
language that, in all respects, represents taithiolly " tlie 
words" that are to survive the destmction of the heavens and 
the earth — the word that is to judge each one of os at the last 
day— the word, by our continuance in whicli our discipleship 
is to be ascertained. If we have not the. fullness of fhcsi> 
words, how ai^e we to prepare for the judgment? If we have 
not the wanl to begin with, how are we to continue in it? No 
scholar any whciB pretends to say that we have all the words 
of God in King James's version. Snch a man can not be 
]jrodiiced in all the i-ecords of biblical literature. Yet even 
ibr the temporal blessings promised the Jews, the utmost pains 
were taken to make known, in a plain and intelligible manner, 
every word that God had uttered through Moses. In Deuter- 
onomy the mandate Is given more tlian once -. " You shall not 
add unto the word which I command you, neither shall yon 
diminish aught from it." And when Joshua, after the destruc- 
tion of Ai, stood with Mount Ebal on one side and Mount 
Gei-izim on the other, he read the words that had been uttered 
by Moses, and we ai-e told tJiat " thei-e was not a word of all 
that Moses commanded which Joshua read not before all the 
congregation of Israel, with the women and the little ones and 
the strangers that were conversant among them." Now, if all 
this was necessary to tlio Jews, how much more necessary ti:i 
Hs are. all the words of tlic Holy 8pirit in the new dispcnsn- 
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tion, in llii^u jjiopLi phces, and iaitlifuUy lendered into mtelli 
ble Enghab' Inspintion ask* i question on tbi^ subject thit 
should sink deep into the mmd of eveij human hemg, a ques- 
tion mtimitely connected with the whole pnnciplt ot leiision 
"Foi li thej escaped not who retused Ilnn who spake on 
earth much more we who turn iv, ij irom Him i\ ho speilteth 
to us from Hea\en." Lach individual lus to buttle tins nutter 
for himself or herself; and if they do not do it satistiictorily in 
this world, they wiil he likely to do it unsatistactoriJy in tho 
world to come. 

In view of the fact that all men who are capable of njailing 
Hebrew or Greelc concur in tlio declaration that the English 
3 has not one version of Holy Writ in it faitiifal in all 
i to the inspired originals, we should have supposed, 
that upon the fii-st attempt to procure such a desii-able, such 
an essential work, all lovers of Divme tratli would have has- 
tened to the effort, and assisted in the gi«at undcrtalting. No 
one, a priori, would have supposed that clergymen would 
have announced from their pulpits tliat they Itnow that King 
James's version is defective as a translation, hut that it is 
good enough I It would have been difficult to imagine that 
the moat intense scctaiianism could have thus insidted tiic 
majesty of Heaven; yet we see and hear such things as ordi- 
nary occuii-ences. We see the intense sectarianism of this 
age raising its puny ami to assail an effort to secin-e a faithful 
transfer into English of the ideas expressed by tlie Holy Spirit 
in Hebrew and Greek. If the learning, tlie piety, the iidelily, 
and the holiness, that stand pledged before God and man to 
spare no eflbrt within human means to procure a faitlifui trans- 
lation of the revelation of God,, liad undei"taken acts of impi- 
ety, of dishonesty, of falsehood, of treason against tlie King 
of Heaven, they could scarcely have been assailed with mis- 
representations more groundless, calumnies more nnfounded. 
abuse and vimlence more unstinted. These things are a sr,d 
commentary upon the awful sectarianism of the nge. Jesus 
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Christ said : " lie m fee intleed, wliom the ti-iith makes fi-ee." 
And no one of that character ever lifted his finger against a 
weil-dcviscd organization for a full and faithful ti-anslation of 
the inspired t«xf. Not one of ail. the hosts whose freedom 
rests or rested iipon ti'uth, ever uttered an otjection to the cor- 
rection of a contradictoiy, incomplete version of the "Word of 
God. There is not a Hebrew or Greek scholar in the world, 
who can read any one chapter of Eng James's version without 
seeing the absolatc necessity of corrections. And in order to 
show tliat the appeal tliat tlie Bible Union lias matle to tlie 
world is i-ccognizcd by Catholic scholarship, as wc have 
shown it is by all the Pi-otestant scholaiship that has ever 
spoken, we quote the following clear, divinely truthful, and 
righteous scnthnenfs of Bishop Kenrick, of Maryland. In 
Bishop Kenrick's pi-eface to his new translation of the Acts, 
Epistles, and Apocalypse, he says ; " If theni be a single pas- 
sage in wliicli the meaning of the sacred text is wilfully per- 
verted,' it is enough to involve the whole work in condemnation. 
A jot or a letter must not be taken from the law. The AVord 
of God must be presei'ved in its integrity. It is treason against 
the Supreme Majesty to cliange a word in a charter under the 
seal of the Gi-eat King. Not without a special design of 
Pi-ovidence, the closing book of the Saci-ed Volume denounces 
woes to the man who shall take away from or add to the words 
of that prophecy — a threat which extends to ail who adulterate 
the Word of God, changing that which should remain invio- 
late thougii heaven and earth pass away." Thei-e is not a 
free Protestant on this earth wlio will call in question theee 
sterling trutlis uttered by Bishop Kenrick. To their excel- 
lence all the pi-ophets of Israel, all the Divine agencies of the 
new dispensation, bear testimony. How tar King James's 
version can stand a measurement by those truths, we shall 
presently see. We pause in that trial only to bear witness to 
the fact, that although Catholics are derided for their attach- 
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inent to the Vulgate text, and to the Ehemish version of the 
New Testament, Bishop Kenrick lias made "a new version 
of the New Testament fi.x>m the Vulgate, and diligently com- 
pared it with the Greek text, being a revision of the Khemish 
translation." This excellent and commendable work is open 
to the purchase of Catholics and Protestants ; and altliough 
Bishop Kenrick and his clergy are accused of a desire to hide 
the Word of God from the laity, tliere is nothing in all this 
version that breathes any other thought than a solicitation to 
make the Word of God as clear, full, and intelligible as pos- 
sible to every human bang. The notes, critical and cxplana- 
toiy, are in the main instructive and valuable, and they do his 
learning, his piety, and his love of truth, a great deal of credit 
And the world has seen neither Pope nor council nor conclave 
of clergymen burling anathemas upon the head of Bishop 
Kenrick for thus endeavoring faithfully to make the Word of 
God plain and complete to the most ordinary reader. Bishop 
Kenrick did not hesitate to enrich the Vulgate version with the 
c/jpious treasures of the Greek text ; but Pi-otestant sectarian- 
ism rauscs its forces against the enriching of King James's 
version fi-om the ample resources of the inspired text, as 
though it feared tha,t what was the Word of God in the hands 
of the apostles and the early saints in Christ Jesus, and what 
is now the Word of God in the hands of scholars, might 
poison the common version in the hands of the masses of the 
people, who have been impci-fectly taught in the ways of God 
by the sectarian teaching of the age. Nothing, indeed, can 
show more peifectly the innate sense of weakness on tlie part 
of sectarianism tlian its dread of a faithful rendering of the 
Word of God. Whoever expresses a fear of a faithful trans- 
lation of the Words of etenial life, whoever manifests a dread 
of a revision of King James's defective version, shows that he 
needs some Aquila and Priscilla to teach him the way of the 
Lord more perfectly. How badly have the people been tauglit, 
d 
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when, in the nineteenth ccntnry of Christianity, there can he 
i'ouiid such weak i-eligio: lists in the world. Let them hope, 
that they are not infiiUiblc. 

We now ask the reader to look at King James's text, which 
some Protestants ai^e accused of worshiping idolatrously, and 
compare it witli the Divine origmal as we call up a few speci- 
mens in appropriate classes. The reader will please under- 
stand that those we putlish ai-e not all the sjjecimeiis of then- 
kind in King James's version. What we give are mere evi- 
dences of an ample quantity of their kinds. 

In tite nature of things it is impossible that the Holy Spirit 
can ever eonti-adict Himself, and in the inspired text nothing 
of the kind is ever seen. Let us compare the Divine Word 
with King James's version : 

CONTILVDICTIONS. 

EioduB X!. makes it amfal to covet. Ist Corinthians xli. 31 ordera Chris- 
Soe also RoDianB vii. 7 ; liii. 9. 1st Cor. tiane to " covet eamoatly the beat ^fts." 
intliiana V, II places eovetona potBone in In let Cor, xiv. 39 the Christiana are 
the Bamo category with iflolaJorH.tlnmk- again ordered to covet. "Delight in the 
ards, railcrs, with whom Cbristiana dre bast gifts,'' in the first inetanoe, aiid"dc- 
aot to cat. light to prophecy,"' in Iho seooiid, wotiM 

let Cor. vi, 11) declares that covetous be aconmte, and removes all appomsnce 
persons shall :iot inherit the kingdom of o! contradiction. Is there no roiision 
God. EphBslans V. 3 — "hut covetous- needed ot these palpable ooiiti'adictions, 
neS5, let it not 1)0 once nnmcd among purporting to come &om the pen of jn- 
jou." spiration 1 The inspired oracles are cor- 

rect and true in all these places, 

G«neM3i»i.l— "GoddidtomptAbra- James i, 13— " Lot no man aay when 
ham " '■ You ahaJl not tempt the liord he is tempted, I am tempted of God, for 
your God,"' Doutvi. 16. This language God cannot be tempted with evil, nei- 
ia repeated in many of the Prophets and ther tempieth ho any man, " Goddidtry, 
in the Kern TtatomeHl- or prove, Ahrahani. God does not lompt 

any mail, would ho accurate, andremove 
the conli'adiction. 

Eiodus3xiv, 1(1— "Then went up Moses John i, 18— "TTo maa hath seen God,'' 
and Aaron, Nadab and Abibu, and Isl Johniv, 12— "NomanhalhaeeiiGod 
eevoiity of the elders of Israel; and at any time." 

they saw tlie God of ISi'ael," &c. Tliompaon tranalates Exodus niv, in 

—" They saw the appearance of tho God 
of Israel," which is in aocordnueo with 
the Soptungint and the Chaldoo versions. 
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Proverbs v. 15-18. I 



"Drink waters CoJ-recdofi.—TheniJBtj'ajialationof tho 

uut of lliiae own cistern, and mnning i&tti verse malies a contrBdiotion of the 

walors out ol tliiao orru well 16- Let ITth mid mabos nonaene^ of thii whole 

Ihy fonuffuiiB bo dlBpersed oljrood and pasBflge. TliolGlh vei'seshoaldbo franB- 

oi waters in llie streets. 17. Let lated as an interrogatory : — "Shall thy 



llierii be only thine 
Birangers' with thee. 18 Let thy foun- 
tain he blCE^d — and t^eice with tho 
wife of liiy youth." 



water in the sh-eetsJ" Tliia remOTea 
the eontradiction and mokes aense, vii,. 
Shall thy foiintiuiia (when thou seelient 
pleaaui'e) be public fountojna to which all 
haveaceeaa? The 17th verso nuawevB : 
"let Ihem ho Only tliine own and not 
elrangore' ifitli thee." 



MISTHANSLATIONS. 



Genesis ii. 5 — "In the day that tiia 
Ijord Glod made tho earth and the hea- 
vens, and every plant of the field before 
it was in the earth, and every herb of 
the field before it grew , for the Lord 
God had not emiflod it to rain upon tlie 
earth," &e. 



■i. 34—" Anoh ihlit found 



ad Samuel L 17 , iviiL 19— In the ne- 
ceunt of DB.vid'B elegy, we have this in 
purentlieaiB : "(Also he bade thorn leach 
the children of Israel the use of the 



This ia nbaurd, for 
pliculs of the Seld and lierbs hofore Ibey 
gravi were made beeanse there had been 
no rain. Tho tmo rendering ia : "In the 
day that the Lok-d Qod made the earth 
and tlie heavena and before an-g plant of 
the field -Bias in the earth and before fliiy 
herb of tite field grem i for the Lord God 
had not caused it to rain." This ia cor- 
rect, and hae a meaning. 

Correction.-— '' Auah that found Iho 
warm or medical springa in the wildOT- 
noss " — a diacovery of somo note. 

Tyndale'a versioa had this oorreofly 
rendered. "And Jacob Bware by Him 
whoni his fotlior Isaac feared." 

Correction. — "Use of" in this place is 
an interpolation ,aDd conveys a faiso idea. 
Its inaertion is uunccouutable. David 
bade them teach tho cliildren of Israel 
tke Bom, that being the namo of the song 
or elegy which was to be sung aa a tri- 
bttte to tho memory of Saul and Jona- 
than The paronthesla ia an interpola- 
lien. Coverdaie hod long liefore ftaas- 
lated it correctly : ■' And David mourned 
with this lamentation over Saul and 
Jonathan, his son, and commanded to 
teaoh the children of Israel the Bow. 
Behold it (the Bow) ia wiittea," &e. 
Rogora, the proto-martyr, also, long be- 
fore tho time of King Jamea, gave the 
same eorrcetly, but not ao litorally as 
Coverdak- 
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iM Samuel xii. 31 — " And ho broughi. Correction. — Dr. Adorn Clorke says : 

fuith the people and put them under "It is ancpriBing, aud a thing to be de- 

Kfxvie, and under barrowa of iiou, and plored, that, in Ihia and eunilor vasea, 

under aies of iron, and mode them paaa oni' tranalatora have not been coi'eful to 

throngh ttie briok-kilu." sitl the aeoae of (be original recoi-da, bp 

jifhich titey ■aottld have totoidcd a profv' 

sioaqf&axpltonabie meimiags wills it-hich 

they hase elolhed many passages of tkc 

laared tfTiliags." The errors is the 

pUFBBge befi>re us have made many inii. 

d^. David put bis priaoners (oeaws, 

to harrows of iron, to tmea of iron, to 

brick -kilna. Ho made them work 

Charles Thompson, lIiB American trana- 

lator, was the first to noTrcct this blunder, 

and he liae rocoivea much orcdil from 

Europenn crilica for Ihia correction. 

In our former ai-ticles we rcfen'cd to the defective original 
text in t]ie times of King James ; and we stated that some of 
the passages marked as doubtful or spurious texts by King 
James's revisers ai-e now known to be among the best sustained 
genuine readings that we possess. Yet, under tlie authority of 
King James's version, these genuine texts of inspiration have 
been under a cloud of doubt for more than two hundred years, 
in the English vei-sion of the Bible. And after the illustiioua 
labors of Mills liad established these facts in but little over 
fifty years after King Jama's version was n ade no eft t s 
attempted by Bible societies, nor by the sects by vl osc I da 
those societies are wielded, to purify the comn on ver on i om 
these uneasy doubts, until since the Bible U on c menced 
its labora. Take an example of tliis criminil anl nexc sable 
neglect: In tst John iL 23 we have, "whosoever denieth the 
Son, the same hath not the Father ; [btU ha that acknowl- 
cdgeth the Son hath the Father also-Y The passage in italics 
and brackets was not in the received Greek text at the date of 
the common version, though it was found in some manuscripts 
and ancient versions. It is now in the Greek text on the 
authoiily of the most ancient manuscripts, after having been 
marked as doubtful fDr more than two hundred years. In 
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1853, the American Bible Society, which, through its commit- 
iee, revised the printed editions of King James's vei'sion tor 
the piu^pose of restoring the integrity of tliat text, removed 
the brackets from the above passage, and printed tiie words lu 
Bomaii letters, as a genuine portion of tlic inspired text. Now 
we ask, and we call public attention to the question, if it was 
light in this instance to correct a tinie-honoicd blunder of 
Kbg James's revisers, which had grown quite as venerable 
by age as numerous othei- errors in that version, why is it not 
right in a great many other cases of the same kind, when the 
original texts Iiave been corrected on the authority of ancient 
and authoritative manuscripts, and when the common version 
I'equircs a corresponding connection? If it takes the Bible 
Society upwards of a century to correct osie error in the com- 
mon version by a purified Greek text, how long would it take 
to connect the multitudes of othera that require the coiTection 
quite as much and in the same way ? And if such societies 
pTOve themselves unequal to their duties, are parties who 
know their duty and privileges to shrink away from their 
responsibilities? The American Bible Society was com- 
mended for doing in one instance wiiat the Bible Union is 
abused for tiying to do in all similar cases. All scholars 
know that there are a gi-eat m«ny spurious readings in the 
Book of Bevelations : why are they not corrected by the 
Bible Societies? For instance, in Revelations v. 14, "Him 
that liveth forever and ever," is condemned by the critical edi- 
tions , it has no ancient manuscript authority, and is not in 
the Syriac, Arabic, Coptic, or Ethiopian versions. But we 
sliaU recur to this department of our subject in another aiiacle. 
We close with a few more palpable examples of the errors 
<if King Jamie's version. In Acts v. 3, Peter is made to say: 
"Whom ye slew and hanged on a ti-ee," meaning that the Jews 
first killed the Saviour, and then bung Him on a tree ! And 
lliose venerable revisers, wiio flourished in that golden age of 
biblical learning adorned by the presence of King James, not 
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content w tl al ing Peter talli thus absurdly before the 
Je\ 1 oun 1 m-ule liim repeat the absurdity at the hoiisi; 
of C eb 3 s tl e reader may see by turning to Acts s. 39. 
Yet ti e o a n 1 says: "Wliom you did kill, Iismging Him on 
a tl as W kl ffe rendered it in 1380, and as the Rheniiah 
version made it in 1582. 

Ill Epbesians, iii. 14, we liave : " For this cause I bend 
my knees before the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ,'" The 
italicized words are in our version, but are not in the Greek, 

Romans viii. 1. "There is, therefore, no condemnation to 
those who are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh 
but after the Spirit." The italicized words arc in our common 
version, but are not in the inspired text at that place. 

We tliink that we have said enough to-day to show that 
there is not one duty on this earth, not an obligation, due alike 
to God and man, tliat is more impei-ative than a revision of the 
Bible. God will not hold liim guiltless who shrinks fi-om the 
work, and the platform of the Bible Union is bread enough 
to hold every honest Christian on earth. If our anti-revi- 
sion friends think that we are incompetent for tlie work or tliat 
there is danger tliai we may fail in our fidelity, why not come 
in and take the work out of our hands and manage it themselves ? 
The door of the Bible Union is standing open for all who wish 
to enter, and we invite them to come in. If they can outwork 
us, and outvote US, they may guide this revision enteiprise. 
They have only made it grow apace by opposition ; now let 
them try friendship for the cause, and see what they can do 
with that. By the time the revision is ready to go to press, 
the Bible Union and the Revision Association will not only be 
a revision organization, but is bound to be one of the largest 
and most efficient Bible Societies tliat the world has ever seen. 
They have all tlie elements of that great position now, and 
will inevitably reach it. One of the very least of their diffi- 
culties will be the introduction and cireulation of their faitlifiit 
vcraion of the Word of God. They can not now begin to 
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9H[iply the demand fot their publications, and tlie demand ig 
increasing at a rate far beyond all our anticipations. The 
faithful will find themselves harnessed in Bible Union and 
Itevidion Association duties for the remainder of their lives; 
and eaeli one who perfonns his duty will find tliat he is aiding 
in the destrnction of the "Man o£ Sin" by ushering in "the 
bright appearing of the Lord, " tlirough his faithful Word, and 
the consuming of the Apostaey by "the Word of his mouth." 
That is the Divine appointment, and will as certainly be ful- 
iilled in that way as the promise to Abraham, and that respect- 
ing the coming of "the Word in the flesh," were in the literal 
words of tlieir promise. 

James Edmunds. 

T. 0. Bell. 



NUMBER XI. 



EARLT TRANSLATORS OP THE BIBLE INTO ENGLISH ASD THEIE 

ENEMIES COMPARED WITH THE PSESEKT KEVISION 

MOVKMEKT AKD ITS ESEMtES. 

Meele D'Aubigke draws a veiy truthfiil picture of tlie 
condition of Christendom, in comparing it ivith two strange and 
curious camps, one consisting of priests in all the high places, 
the other of timid, submissive flocks, each of the latter heark- 
ening to the voice of its own shepherd, and too many of tlieni 
'leaf to the voice of the Great Shepherd. A single mandate 
of that Great Shepherd makes a frightful commentary on the 
present condition of Ciuistendom. He said. "Call no man 
on earth your master, for One is yoar master, and all ye are 
brethren." The great commission recorded in the 28th chap- 
ter of Matthew — " Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations, 
baptizing them into the name of the Failiei", and of the Son, anil 
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of the Holy Spiiit, teadiivig tlicra to oLscrve all tilings wli:n- 
socver I have commanded you"— was not given mereiy to tlio 
eleven apostles, but to upwards of five hundi-ed disciples, on .1 
mountain of Galilee. But botli its letter and spirit have been 
wrested for tlic purpose of keeping up the two camps whith 
apostate Chiistendom presents to the world. Clergy and laity 
are household words m these camps, but they were utterly 
unlcnown to the Apostolie Church, In that there was one 
body and one Head , now thei^e is eveiy divcreity of body and 
every variety of head. The office of tlic Holy Spirit as an 
instructor has been usurped by the clergy, and we are taught, 
that we ai-e to feed on such pasture as they may select for us. 
They measure oat tlie Word of God by measures of their own 
manufactai-e, and tell us that, even if we have not the full 
measure of God's trath, unto them is given the power to say 
how much is necessary to our salvation, wliat is essential and 
what of the Word of God is nonessential to the peopie. Anil 
thus it has been ever since the " Man of Sin" — the great Apos- 
tacy— conimenocd liis career, and thus it is now. The self- 
constituted guardians of the Word of God have ever been tlie 
enemies of faithful translations of tlie inspired text, and arc so 
now. Let us glance at the character of the men to whom tiie 
whole Enghah race is indebted for the Bible, and at tlie con- 
duct and principles of those who waged a fierce waifai-e against 
the labors of those who Iiave endeavored to make the Word of 
God plain and clear to the masses of the people. When 
WicliiifFe undertook the great enterprise of enlightening the 
minds of the people with tlic riches of the HcJy Oracles, he 
saw his path of duty, and he clearly perceived the danger of 
the way. He said m words that should never be forgotten: 
"AH Christians should be the soldiers of Christ. But it is 
plain that many are chargeable with great neglect of this duty ; 
being prevented by fear of the loss of temporal goods and 
worldly friendship, and apprehensive about life and fortune, 
fi-om faithfully setting forth tlie cause of God, from standing 
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inanfuliy in its defence, and, if need be, from suffeiing death 
in its behalf," An<3 after showing tliat fidelity to God's truth 
was a certain means of bringing down the wrath of a "perverted 
clergy," WicklifTe says: "Hence we Christians need not visit 
p^ians, to convert them by enduring martyrdom in their 
behalf; we have only to declare with constancy the Word of 
Groci before Csesai-ean prelates, and straightway the fiower of 
martyrdo'm will be ready to our hands.'" A contemporaiy 
writer of Wickliffe's times, a distinguished clergyman too, usctl 
this language respecting WickliiFe's eifort to give the people 
the Word of God in their vernacular: "The gospel which 
Christ committed to the clergy and doctors of the Church, that 
they might sweetly dispense it to the laity, according to tlie 
exigency of the times and the wants of men, this Master John 
Wickliffe has translated into the Anglic (not Angelic) tongue ; 
thereby making it more open and common to the laity, and to 
women who can read, than fonnerly it was to the best instructed 
of the clergy. And thus the gospel pearl is cast forth and is 
trodden imder foot of swine ; and what was one time revered 
by clen^y and laity is become, as it were, the common jest of 
both ; and the jewel of the clergy, then- peculiar treasure, is 
made forever common to the laity." 

Thus error constantly reproduces itself; its substance is 
ever the same. What difference is there between this con- 
temptuous language about Wickliffe's faitliful labors and tliat 
which the present generation hears from a religious partisan 
press and from sectarian pulpits? Portions of the clergy still 
arrogate to themselves the exclusive control of God's Word ; 
they denounce now such faithful efforts for clearing the English 
Bible of obscurities and errors as their antecedents denounced 
in the days of Wickliffe, of Tyndale, and of Coverdale. Such 
of the modem clergy as possess learning for the work of revi- 
sing the Scriptures, regularly revise them from tlie pulpit ; but 
they denounce all attempts to do this for the masses of the 
people. There is not a Hebrew or Greek scholar on eartli 
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who will say that the English Bible does not need revision; 
handretls of the most learned men that have adorned the hia- 
loiy of English learaing liave shown their faith by their 
worlis; they have revised various portions of the Word of 
God, and have thus borne their testimony in favor of the 
work in which the Bible Union is now engaged. It was not 
among clergymen, nor doctors of divinity, nor in the priestly 
camp, that the Word of God first came to light in the Eng- 
lish language. It was among the humble, despised, con- 
temned, but faithful disciples of Christ, called Lollards, tliat 
the English Bible found its only friends ; it was among the 
]>eople, Hot the clergy, that that goodly tree was planted which 
has done so much for the start, progress, advancement, and 
prosperity of the English race. And the masses of the people 
have ever been the friends and the supporters of the efforts to 
spealc the words of Jehovah faithfully, clearly, plainly, and 
fiilly to the human race. Even Sir Thomas More, who used 
all the power that he possessed against the faithful laboi-s of 
Tyndale, made this acknowledgment : " I would not, for .my 
mind, withhold tlie profit that any one good, devout, unlearned 
layman might talce by the reading [of a vernacular Bible], 
not for the harm that an hundred heretics would fall in by 
their own wilful abusion." May not the enemies and revilera 
of Bible revision learn a useful lesson from this prmciple ? 
Again, in the early efforts of the faithful to ti-anslate the Holy 
<>acles into English, the royal proclamation, procured by the 
clergy, set forth, "That having the whole Scripture is not 
necessary to Christian men, and tliat the divulging of the 
Scripture at that time, in the English tongue, to be committed 
to the people, should rather be to their further confusion and 
destruction than to the edification of fheii^ souls." And have 
■vve not heard language akin to this quite recently? Have we 
not heard clergymen admit that King James's version is not 
faithful in all respects to the Word of God, and then declare, 
that though tlius defective, tlierc is enoiigli in it for the use of 
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the people ? But again : The rayal decree, brought about by 
clerical devices in the time of Henry VIII., declared, that 
"tli3 Sci-iptui-ea in English ai-e books of heresy, aud shall be 
cleai'ly esteiininated and exiled out of this realm of England 
forever." And does not this principle live now in the efforts 
to prevent a faithful translation of the Word of God, and in 
the proud and confident vaunting that tliis faitliful translation, 
guai-anteed in its fidelity by the learning of the world without 
respect to party, shall not be circnlated? Vain and impotent 
boast. All the military, legal, and ecclesiastical powers 0/ 
England were unable to prcvent the circulation of the EnglisD 
Scriptures among the people ; and there is not enough ecclesi- 
astical power and influence in fi-ee America to curb the circu- 
lation of the revised Scriptures among the people now. Tho 
jjoor old Bishop of Norwich, in the days of Henry VIII., in a 
weeping appeal to the Archbishop, said: "I am accumbei-ed 
hy such as keepeth and readeth these erroneous books in Eng- 
lish [t!ie English Bible], and who believe and give credence to 
the same, and teach others that they should do so. My lord, I 
have done that lyeth in me for the suppression of such persons } 
but it pasaeth my power or of any spiritual man to do it ;" 
and he feelingly adds, " if they are not speedily cheched they 
will undo us all." And may not our clergy claim that thej 
have warred upon the Bible revision cause in all conceivable 
ways^ Have they not warned the dear- people that then- souls 
were about to be lost by a faithfiil rendering of tho Word of 
God? And have not the people turned a deaf ear to all their 
labors? That the revision cause has been strengthened by 
ill-jadged oppc^ition, we have abundant and most substantial 
ircascns for knowing. The Revision Association now contrib- 
■j.tcz one thousand dollars a-month to the Bible Union more 
easily than it did one hundred two years ago. Large masses 
of people in the West and South have recently come up to the 
iielp of tlie cause, to which, a few weeks since, they were in- 
different. And thus it was when fire and fagot awaited abko 
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those who tTanslated the Sci-iptures and those who read them ; 
the people sustained the Bible cause in opposition to the " per- 
verted clergy," aa Wickliffe called his clerical opponents. 

But let U3 catch another glimpse of ancient teaching, and 
compare it with our times. Sir Thomas Moiti, Chancellor to 
Hehry VIII-, was sorely distressed, that "all through these 
two hundred years, during which the Holy Catholic Church 
has possessed so many learned and virtuous doctors, not one 
of them has heen moved by the Holy Spirit to undertake this 
work;" he begins to be in doubt whether the wishes he has 
indulged arc in harmony with the will of God. Heretics alone 
seemed to have their minds inclined to Bible translation. A 
New Testament translated out of tlie original Greek into clear 
and vigorous English had already appeai^ed, and had com- 
mended itself widely to the popular mind. It was the first 
effort of the kind by any English scholar, and, as a literary 
work, might well have been an object of pride to English 
scliolars. Bat, as fiie work of a heretic, it must be prohib- 
ited, and whei-ever found, Lumed to ashes by the faitliful guai'- . 
dians of tlie fiock. Better far that the people should never 
luive a Bible tlian receive it from this poisoned soiu'ce. 

But unfortunately the notion Jiad gone abi-oad among the 
people that these measures were attributable rathei- to personal 
and selfish considei-ations tlian to any concern for their welfare. 

The visible contrariety between tliat book and the doctrines 
of tliose who handled it, was the popular solution of their zeal 
for its suppression , an opinion which did not tend to lessen 
their eagerness to read it or their prejudices against the clergy. 
To countei^act this impression and to persuade the people to 
wait patiently till Providence should send them a Bible, pre- 
pared by the right men on the right principles. More put forth 
all the power of his pen. 

And thus it is at present. All the learned are dissatisfied 
with ICing James's version ; all the sects ai-c dissatisiied wltli 
it, but centuiy after cenliiry rolls away, year i-ushes after year, 
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and the evil grows. The sects will not attempt to amend the 
^VTongs of ages; a body of people at iengtli determine that 
they will do all that faithful, righteous, holy men and women 
d t secure a faitliful version of the Holy Oracles ; they 
jl J he highest philological authorities in the world, without 
p to sect or partyism, and bind them to translate the 
d f r od faithfully; they commit the whole business to 
h 1 n 1 tribunal, belonging to twelve sects, a majority 
ot 1 n a e Pedobaptists, and for these eifoi'ts they have been 
al 1 ded, and calumniated, and traduced in every evil 
a The entire sectarianism of this age, like that of Henry 
VIII... says: "Better far that the people should never have a 
Bible than receive it from this poisoned source." And this in- 
tense sectaiianism, after folding its hands for centuries over the 
wants of the people, still cries: "Wait till Providence moves 
all my jarang, discordant materials into a homogeneous mass, 
and then you shall have a bible prepared by the right men on 
the right principles." The ancient cry against Tyndalewas, 
that he had translated ecclesiastical terms, and thus disrobed 
them of those mystical garments which the clergy had woven 
around them. And Tyndale nobly replied : " In which all he 
[Sir Thomas More] can not prove that I give not the right Eng- 
lish unto the Greek word. But it is a far other thing tliat 
paineth them and bitcth them by the breasts. There be secret 
pangs tiiat pinch the very hearts of them, whereof they dare 
not complain. The sickness that maketh them so impatient is, 
that they have tosl their juggling terms." It is to Tyndale 
mamly that the English race is indebted for ali the good it has 
derived from a Bible m English. The praise lavished upon 
King James's revisers belongs to him. 

There was among the clergy of iiie days of Wicltliffe and 
Tyndale, an idea tliat they had exclusive control over tlie 
oracles of God, and that the people must submit to such dis- 
pensations of those oracles as the ciei'gy pleased to bestow 
npon them. And there was, among the whole body of the 
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elci-gy of that period, the utmost hoiTor at the idea of a Bible 
in the English language, A bench of bishops declared thai 
the translations of ^e Evangelists contained " divers erroneous 
and damnable opinions and conclusions of hereayJ" C. Shoe- 
maker was burned at Newbmy for i-eading to John Say, " The 
words which Christ spake to his disciples," Seven persons 
were burned at Coventry, in 1519, for having taught their 
children and servants the Lord's Prayer and the Ten Com- 
mandments in English. John Thatcher was fried for teaching 
Alice Bi-own, this saying of Jesus — "Blessed are they that 
hear the Word of God and keep it," 

When the Greek Testament of Erasmus made its appear- 
ance a terrible hue and cry arose anjong the clci-gy. Priests 
used their influence at the confessional to warn young students 
against it, and a college at Cambridge forbade its introduction 
within its walls. Standish, afterwards Bishop of St. Asaph, 
kneeled to the Eng and prayed Mm to put down Erasmus. 
The monks made themselves especially conspicuous by the zeal 
of their opposition, declaring from the pulpit that "there was 
now a new language invented called Greek, of which the 
people should beware as the source of all heresies: that in this 
language had come forth a book called the New Testament, 
which was now in everybody's hands, and was full of thorns 
and biiars ; that thei-e was also another language started up 
which they called Hebrew, and that they who learned it were 
turned Jews." 

These portentous signs in the clerical atmosphere were cer- 
tainly ominous affairs, but not more so than the Eevision 
movement of our day is to the perturbed imaginations of some 
of our clei^y. They seem to fee! sufficient horror at the 
thought of permitting the PIebi"ew and Greek texts of tbc^ 
Holy Oracles to shed a ray of Iig'ht upon King James's ver- 
sion, for the use of the people. At the first eifort of tho Revi- 
sion Association to frankly explain itself before the public in 
the daily papers, sectarianism took tlie alai-m and aroused itself 
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for a contention against as dear and as palpable a Christian 
right as the sun ever shone upon, A historiographer of that 
eventi'ui scene informed his waiting readers, that "the five 
clergymen " were sent into the newspapers in pursuit of tlic 
'■two lajmen" of the Revision Association by one of the 
largest assemblages of the kind ever gathered in this city. Of 
the place where this immense assemblage was convened, and 
of the. pel sons composing it, and whetliex it still holds its con- 
sen ativc meetings, both tlie pubHc and ourselves are profoundly 
Ignorant. It is strange that so lai-ge an assemblage, animated 
with so much religious zeal, could have been held in this city 
n'ith such profound secrecy. The historian of that mysterious 
convention, who gave out the swelling hints we hare quoted, 
has never informed the public of tlie tinalc of the meeting, ol 
its course toward the five champions who issued forth to battle 
under the behests of that immense nsscinblage, nor whether 
they were crowned with chaplets of willow or laurel. We 
know not whether they have been placed upon furlough, or 
honorably discharged from fm-ther service. In either view it 
looks strange to see so much apathy, while the heresy which 
was to be crushed by the chosen champions of that large 
assemblage, yet runs at large, rejoicing in youtli and vigor, 
and giowmg in power, in public confidence, and in influence. 
So laige in assemblage, swelled with such intense zeal, should 
not hn^ e cooled off so suddenly. 

We turn from this comparison of ancient sectarianism with 
its modem types to present frnther examples of tlie mistakes of 
the common version when measured by the inspired original. 

In Exodus xxxiv. 6, 7, in the common version, ia the 
sublime declaration of Jehovah : " The Jjord Grod is merciful. 
and gracioiLS, long suffering, and abundant in goodness and 
tiTith, keepmg mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity and 
transgression and sin, and that icill by no means clear ih^- 
guUty." The italicized part contradicts the rest of the pas- 
sage, which the inspired text docs nof contradict; the Hcbri^i'' 



,y Google 



lU FIDELITY TO GOD IN TJIE 

ovigiaal says, "and acquitting Aim w/io is not innocent," the 
very i-everae of tlie ti-dnalation in our common version. la 
there no need of revision of that perversion of the original? 

A distinguished Methodist scliolar has pointed out tlie fol- 
lowing mistakes : 

In Matthew xx. 23, we have: "But to sit at my right hand 
and on my left is not mine to give, but it shall be given to 
i/kem for whom it is prepai-ed of my Father." The italic 
words ai-e not in the Greek, and contradict all the claims of 
Jesus Christ, for they virtually say that the distiibution of 
i-ewards in the last day shall he given to some otha- person 
besides our Lord. 

1st John iii. 6: "Hereby perceive we the love of Ood, be- 
cause he laid down his life for us," " Of God" is not in the 
original, and the addition destroys the emphatic expression of 
the inspired text. 

Hebrew xii. 2 says: "Looking unto Jesus, the author and 
fijiisher of our faith." "Our" is not in the Greek, and it 
destroys the sense of the original, which here presents the 
Saviour not as the perfecter of our faith, but as the first and 
last example of faith in God, tlie most perfect model that wo 
can have before us. 

In Exodus xxxiv. 33, we have : "And tiU Moses had done 
speaking with them, he put a veU on his face." " Till" is not 
in the Hebrew, and its introduction conveys a false statement, 
ibr Moses took the veil off while speaking, and put in on when 
lie was done. 

2d Kings xi. 2 reads ; " Took Joash, the son of Aliaziah, 
and stole him from among the king's sons, which were slam, 
and they hid him; even him and his nurse, in the bed-chamber, 
from Athaliah, so that he was not slain." The words "wkkh 
viere slain," supplied by the ti-anslatoi-s, convey a false idea, 
Such as the original could never have done. The king's sons 
were not slain when Jehosheba, the sister of Aliaziah, stole 
Joash from among ihem, "because fhc purpose of Athaliah to 
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dystroy a!l the royal seed was not yet aceomplislied. The 
ti-anslators would have us' believe that Joash was picked up 
among the siain, wliicli is plainly contradicted by the wliolo 
iiiat-oiy of the case. 

2d Samuel xvi. 15: " Huahai aaid unto Absalom, God save 
the king," The original reads simply, "sffluc ike Jdng." The 
ti'anslatorg affixed to the exclamation the term " God," for the 
purpose, doubtless, of mailing it more emphatic, and to convey 
the idea of the special protection of the Almighty as extended 
over kings, that inasmuch as they ruled by Divine light, so 
woi-e they the special objects of Divine protection. This addi- 
tion may be pardoned, as done by king's translatoi-s ; tut it 
will hardly be adopted as tlie Word of God by those who 
believe in a church without i bishop, and a state without a 
king. The same addition is made m 2d Chronicles and 2d 
Kings. Various other changes have been made, particularly 
ill the New Testament, favoimg the idea of a monarchy, whicii 
are withont any autliority. 

In Luke xx. 16, we have this translation: "And when they 
heard ii, they said, God forbid," The word '^God" is not found 
in the original. Dr. Clarke says, " Zei it not he answers 
pretty well to the meaning of the Greek, but it is no transla- 
tion." How a reading can be no translation, and yet answer 
well to the original, is something we confess that we do not 
exactly comprehend. But the translators "seized the verj- 
Boui and spirit of che oiTginal,"and we pi-esnme this was suffi- 
cient to answer for any mere literal defects. The same trans- 
lation of the above Greek expression is given in Eomaiis iii. 4, 
6, 31, vi. 2, 15, ix. 14, si. 1, 11, 1st Cor. vi. 15, Gal. ii. 17, 
iii. 21. 

John X. 24, the common version, reads : " How long dost 
thou make us to doubt?" The Greek reads; "How long will 
tliou keep our souls in suspense?" Here the word "souls" is 
omitted. Though the omission does not destroy the sense of 
tlie iiassaire, it evidcnlly weakens its force, as the original does 
10 
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not leave the Jews in doubt only, but intensely excited,, as 
tliough, in the language of Dr. Clarke on this passage, " theii- 
very life was taken away," in the extreme anxiety they had to 
know whether Jesus was the Chi-ist. 

Similar to the above is the translation of the passage in 2d 
Corinthians xii. 16: "And I will very gladly spend and be 
spent for you." The Greelc rc<T.ds ; *'And I will veiy gladly 
spend and be spent for your soids." This omission takes 
away the entire force of t!ie Apostle's meaning. The Greek 
shows us the object for whicli he was willing to spend his 
strength and life, namely^ their sotds. It was for tlie salva- 
tion of their souls tliat, following in the footsteps of his 
M^ter, he lived, labored, and died. As the English reads, 
one might infer that his labors were tor tlieii- temporal good — 
for their bodies, and not for then- souls ; and a veiy learned 
commentator seems to have so understood it, when he says, 
in his exposition of the passage : " I will continue to act as a 
lovmg father, who expends all he has upon his children, and 
expends his strength and life in providing for them the thmgs 
necessary for their preservation and conrfort." He even goes 
further, and founds it on the observation that Christian parents 
ai-e imder obligation to lay up in store for tlieir children at. least 
as much as is necessary, and makes them sin against God and 
nature if they neglect it He who would take the same lib- 
erty with the Confession of Faith, or the Thirty-nine Articles, 
or the Doctrines and Discipline, as the ti'anslatore hate taken 
with the Word of God, would be held guilty of a species of 
sacrilege for wliich excommunication would be a small punish- 
ment. And yet if any thing is said about correcting the work 
<if tliese translators, a holy horror fills the minds of some, and 
they ai-e ready to exclaim, "Touch not the Lord's anointed, 
and do the translators no harm." It seems that they make 
ever so sad work with the prophets, apostles, and evangeHsts ; 
but wrapped up in the vestments of regal and ecclesiastical 
sanctity, their performances must not even be called in question. 
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In Acts xxiv. 25, tbe translation reads: "And as he rea- 
soned of righteousness, temperance, and judgment to come." 
Properly translated, it ■would read: "And as he reasoned of 
righteousness, temperance, and the judgment to come." Tliis 
renderinj* would malce the judgment definite, and shows that 
it -was not the decision of a Roman tribunal, which may as 
readily be inferred as any thing else from the reading, which 
caused i~elix to tremble, but the decision of the last day. 
Where a reference is made to the judgment in Matthew xii. 41, 
which i-eads, " sliall rise iip in judgment," the definite article 
shonld be insei-ted. 

Acts vJL 20, the English vei-sion reads: "Moses was bom, 
and was exceeding lair." The Greek reads: "Moses was 
bom, and was unUemished unto God," or wa^/air unto God 
—fair in tbe esfimation of God. A man may be exceedingly 
handsome in the estimation of his fellow men, and yet not be 
so in the estimation of God. The translators make the opin- 
ions identical, 

OnscuBE Readings. 

1st Cor. xii. 7: "Tbe manifestations of the Spirit are g^ven 
to cverv man to pr'ofit withal." Can any one make sense oi' 
this? The original says: "The gifts wbei-eby the Spirit of 
God becomes manifest arc ^ven to eadi for the profit of all." 

Job iv, 19; " Which are emshed before the moth." IJAv 
the moth, make^ the meaning clear. 

James ii. 4. "And have become judges of evil thought," 
Tbe true rendermg is, "and have judged al'ter evil thought.«." 

Matt. VI. 34: " Take no thought for the moiTow." Thi-; 
would be sinful improvidence. "Tie not anxioub for the mor- 
row," is a coiTect renderii^, 

Heh, xi. 1 : "Faith is the substance of things hoped for." 
This is sheer pedantry of "the golden age" — "I'aith is confi- 
dence in things hoped for," is correct. 

Wt !iad marked many otiicr passages, but our allotted spa^O 
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is waning. Wc call attention to a small list of tlie obsoloii 
"words which atomul in the common version, and no Lone?,! 
man can give one reason why a single word, unmeaning to 
oach intelligent I'eader, shall rcmain in a Bible for the people. 
We have almug, algam, ehode, aa the preterite for cliide, cha- 
Tasliun, chapt, earing for plowing, gat, habergeon, lioscn, Itab, 
kiiol), ligm-e, leasing, maranatha, nard, neesed, pate, scarcely 
a sacred word for head, pilled for peeled, rabboni, raca, ling- 
fetralicd, stacte, strake, sycamyne, thyme wood, ti'ode, wimples, 
ouches, taUihes, brigandine, ambassage, occuiTcilt, purtenance, 
brait, fray, cra/Jmels, nosings, muiHers, anathema, corban, tabi- 
tha cumi, cphrata, acddama, centurion, quaternion, delectable, 
sanctum sanctomm, carriage for baggage, let for obstruct, when 
it now means to pemiit, pitifid for full of pity, when it now 
means contemptible, prevent foi ^ntlc^pate, when it now means 
to obstruct, v.ot once meant know trow to think, sod was 
once the pi-etente of seethe oi boil, but these words in their 
ancient meanings arc dead m thf English language. Why 
should such words cncumbei, m^r, and obscure the Word of 
God, in which, oi all othei boots every word should be clear, 
dn-ect, and as i palpible ui its meaning as possible? Can those 
who oppose a ie\ ision oi the Scriptures be fully aware of wliat 
they are about ? If they cannot stand before the judgment of 
intelligent people, bow will tliey stand before their Maker m 
their warfare against these palpable paths of duty. 

We close tliia article with the following seasonable and 
rational remarks fi'om an able English paper, tlie Freeman, of 
Marcl) 13. After a glowing eulogy upon King James's revi- 
sion, for many excellences, the Fi-ecman says : — 

"As children we lisped i(:s words of gi-ace and truth stand- 
ing at our inothei''3 linees — as wanderers ii'om the ways of 
pleasantness and peace we were reclaimed by its words, tremu- 
lous with tenderness, or awful as the thunders of Sinai — as 
penitents our bursting hearts found utterance in its confessions 
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and prayers— its promises restoi-ed our peace by theiv assiiriinee 
of pai-don — it lias been our guide in perplexity, our joy in 
grief, our hope in deapondency, our strength in weakness. Its 
very woi^ds have thus acquired a sanctity and preciousness 
apai't from the meaning they enslmne, just as a casket gains 
and retains a fragi'ance from the perfume it has held. Dear, 
therefore, to every Englisli heart is our venei-able version, 
wliicJi has guided our fathers to heaven, and has led us thus 
far on the road thifhei'. 

" On these gi-ounds we should strenuously resist any attempt 
to supplant oui' ancient translation , but it does not therefore 
■follow that revision may not be desirable or even necesaaiy. 
It is the dotage of antiquaiianisra to prize the rust more -than 
the coin. It is not true consei-vatiam which refuses to admit 
the changes needful to bring our anccsti'al institutions into 
liarraony with modei'n times, for, in the pregnant words of 
Burke, 'reform delayed is revolution begun.' There is a wise 
love of antiquity which seeks to retain wliat is realty good hy 
consenting to the i-eqnisite modifications, and there is an insane 
dread of innovation which resists all the changes til! the good 
lias become c^tI or worthless." 

The revision cause is now pi-ogressing in a ratio beyond all 
its former success. From all parts of the country we are 
receiving abundant evidence that now, as in all former times, 
the people have taken the translation of the Scriptures into their 
keeping, and theii" devotion to the cause can not be checked. 

For the historic sketches of early Bible translators and their 
enemies, used in this paper, we are indebted to a new History 
of English Bible Translation, by Mrs. Conant, of Eochester, 
New York. It is by far the ablest work tliat lias appeared 
on the subject, and we commend it to all who feel any interest 
in that exceedingly important portion of English history em- 
braced m this work. 

We shall contrnue our custom of calling the attention of 
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the public io the progress of revision, to the means of the 
Bible Union for a faithful version of the Word of God, and to> 
the uaes made of tliose means, 

James Edmunds. 

T. S. Bell. 



NUMBER XII. 



THR BIBLE UNION'S MEANS FOR REVISION. — THE FIVE CLERGV- 

MEN. — STATE OP THE GREEK TEXT. — THE IMPERATIVE 

DEMANDS OF TRUTH AND RIGHTEOUSNESS. 

In the course of that discussion of the claims of tlie Bible 
Union which the contentious spirit of intensified sectai'ianisns 
Ilinist upon the Bible Revision Association, we promised to say 
something respecting the means of the Bible Union for malting 
a Eevision of the English Bible. The fulfillment of that 
piomise has been delayed by the absence of one of the uuder- 
signed from the State, and the imrtillingiiess of the other to 
commit liim to anytliing that had not received his sanction, and 
by the delay in getting out the book containing the articles pre- 
pared by ourselves for the Hevision Association and those 
jjublished by the five clei^ynien. Circumstances over which 
neither the publishers <rf the book nor ourselves.had any control 
liave deferred the publication fai- beyond the time at which we 
liad hoped to have it before the public. While this hinderance 
remained, we did not deem it necessary to hasten the present 
article, which we design to make the closing one of the book, 
but as that work is now nearly ready for the binder, we turn 
our attention to the redemption of the promise to which 
we have referred, Wc feel that it is very important that 
the subjects of the present paper shall appear, as all the 
othei's have done, in the Journal and Courier, because as the 
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eiiainpioiis of King James's Bible made to order will appear 
in all the fullness of their labors in the book published under 
the auspices of the Revision Association, it is proper that they 
should have an opportunity of replying to the statements which 
we now make about King James's Bible. Those sturdy cham- 
pions of what they call the settled convictions of all the 
churches, those hardy defenders of King James's Bible with all 
its errors, its spurious readings, its Apocryjjhal forgeries foisted 
into the text of the Holy Spirit, will surely not permit our pres- 
ent statements to pass unchallenged, and suffer us, in their own 
civil and coui-teous phraseology, to " beguile otliers into a confi- 
dence that will be abased," and let us act, as they charge, 
"under false pretenses." If the statements we are about to 
make are true, all the enemies of the revision enterprise must 
stand covered with confusion. The man who is in possession 
of the fa^s we are about to state, who shall undei"take to say 
that there is not an imperative call for a revision of that Bible, 
must do so under a ftill knowledge that he is committing trea- 
son against the King of Heaven, and doing grievous wrong 
and ciying injustice against his fellow men. If what we say 
is vulnerable anywhere, it is the bounden duty of the five 
clergymen to find the vulnerable points, for if they do not, their 
cause is hopelessly wrecked. Stand to your posts, gentlemen, 
and defend youi" banner — your own chosen banucr. If these 
champions were acquainted with the state of the text from 
which King James's version was made; if tliey knew the' 
multitudinous sources of error that prohibited acem-aey In tlie ■ 
attempt of King James's men to give the English race a fiiir 
and lionest Version of the Word of God, if they knew that a 
defective, en-oneous, and, in many particulare, a false text was 
the sole guide of th(^e revisers in their effort to utter the voice 
of inspiration, these five clergymen have not one exause under 
the heavens for daring to attempt to perpetuate the work of 
King, James's revisei-s upon tlie unfettered minds of the Amer- 
ican people. If they did not Imow the facts connected with 
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the apparatus hy wliicli tliose revisers trndertooli the soleinji 
and vital i-esponsibility of giving the Word of Inspiration to 
the Englisli race, tbsse clergymen must then admit that tliey 
embai'ked in a husiness of which they knew scarcely the ele- 
ments, and on which it would liave been prudent for them to 
be silent. 

Eveiy Christian who has been cast in the Apostolic mold of 
doctrine, holds that it is of the ubnost importance that the 
world shall liave the written revelation of God as nearly like it 
was when originally uttered by the Holy Spbit as possible, 
and timt the attainment of tliis object is worth all it will cost, 
no matter what that may be. Tlie accomplished Ija Croze 
said ; " I finnly adhere, indeed, to the Nicene Creed and ortho- 
dox faith; but God forbid that I should ever employ fraud in 
its defense " WItat can be a more heinous, a more flagrant 
and unpardonable fmud than to palm oif on men as the Word 
of God, that which the Holy Spirit never uttered, and trans- 
lations even of what the Comforter did utter, tliat are univer- 
sally admitted to be perversions? AH the foi^eries of eartli 
are venial in comparison with these deeds. And yet the five 
cla-gyraen of LouisviUe, in the face of multitudes of sucli 
examples in King James's version, had the temerity to stand 
in the presence of the people of Kentucky and publish such 
sentiments as the following ; 

"If such people can easily, and upon the face of it, find in 
this old Bible a plain and fair statement of the gospel of Christ, 
by which they can be tmly religious, truly happy in religion, 
and truly acceptable to God wliiie they live and when they die, 
then, wliere the need of tliis ado about revision? . If tlieycan 
not, then we desire to know what are the religious cliaracter 
and condition of all the plain people, not scholars, now speak- 
ing and reading only the English language, in any pari of the 
earth, who suppose themselves, by the grace of God, to know 
and to enjoy the true religion? And we desire to know what 
lias become of all such people, of whom we have rejoiced to 
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believe that they adorned tiie doctrine of God our Saviour in 
their respective generations, and now, having gone the way of 
all the eavtii, we had hoped are in glory ? But if these ques- 
tions be too Iiard to answer, and yet it is still insisted tliat the 
English Bible does not fairly and fully give the mmd of the 
Holy Spirit, then we crave to know, in a clear statement, what 
are the truths that are concealed in this version f If the 
Bible, as the common people read it, does not malte them a!i 
plain, which of tliem are covered wp or cormpied hy it? 

" We say respectfiilly, hut we say distinctly, that it seems 
to us imworthy of the people who are engaged in this move- 
ment to clamor against the old Bible, and yet not show that 
ONE PiiiNCiPLE cf the gospel, on which hangs the espeiience 
of heart religion, or the hope of the recompense of the rewaid, 
or the daily practice of a Christian life, through the merits and 
grace of our Divine Redeemer, is either perverted or obscured 
in this translation." 

Thus these clerical gentlemen plainly declare, tliat if a por- 
tion of the Word of God tliat suits them is coiTectly given, 
the rest may be looked upon as mbbish or trash ! And tlieae 
are teacliers in i-eligion ; these are champions, par excellence, 
of the Bible. May not that Book ask to be saved from its 
fnends? Bloomfield, whose critical labors on the Bible, in 
the main, can scarcely be too highly appreciated, says: 
" Surely, nothing dulimts ought to be admitted into ' the 
sure word' of 'the Book of Life.' " That is a truth by which 
every Christian mmd on this earth will stand. But if it ia 
true about mattera mi^^Iy dubious, wliat should it be in things 
that ai-e undoubtedly spurious ? 

In answer to tlie grave questions we have just quoted from 
our five clergymen, we present the deliberate convictions oi 
the British and Foreign Bible Society. That society is made 
up of Presbyterians, Church of England men, and Methodists. 
It must be, in the estimation of the five clergymen, exceed- 
ingly evangelical and orthodox, for it refused to eircidalc 
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Carey's translation in India, because it expressed baptiso hj 
a term corresponding to immerse. In the annual report for 
1839, of this society, thus composed of Presbyterians, Church 
of England men, and Methodists, the following judgment on 
King James's vei-sion was rendered : 

"No version is perfect; no version is to be found but what 
contains aclinowledged error, and in a great many instances, 
error timt might be corrected. Tour committee are persuaded, 
thai if even t]ie English authorised version were dealt with 
in the same manner as the Portuguese, an aTnount of indi- 
vidual Tnistranslations might he presented which would, with 
egual justice, give rise to the question. Can such a version be 
called the Word of Godf" 

That is tlie langnage of " evangelical orthodoxy" assembled 
from all parts of the British Empire. 

In the natm'e of things it was impossible that our English 
Bible could be any thing else tlian exceedingly defective. It 
is a revision of WicItlifFe's traiiGlation, and tba^e is no pi-oba- 
bility tliat Wicldiffe ever- saw a Greek test of the New Tes- 
tament. He translated from the Latin, and of coarse fell into 
all the eiTors of tliat text. The Latm has no articles, and can 
not, of course, be as definite as the Greek or English, both of 
which possess articles, So far as Wickliffe was concerned, 
the Scriptures might as well not have been written in Greek, 
for the Latin could not definitely express all Greek ideas, and 
they were lost to the English reader. The occmi-ence of the 
word testament m Matt xxvi. 28, Mark xir. 24, Luke sxii. 
20, 1st Cor. xi. 25, 2d Cor. iii. 6, 14, Heb. vii. 22, ix, 15, 
16, 17, 20, Eev xi. 19, is conclusive as to the Latin orig^ of 
the English Bible. In no one of those places does the word 
testament even approacli the Greek idea. And the revisers of 
the English Bible under King James do not seem to have 
collected hy any Greek text, for we can trace tliem by Wick- 
liffe's vei-sion, the Vulgate, and by Erasmus, but rarely by 
any Greek text. Innumerable instances of these facts might 
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1)6 g-iven for the meiPit tjio in Greek could ne-ver hivo imlp 
the bloiiders tint dibfiguie tie autloiized \ci=!ior lake i 

1 ^le example AluwKt mvaiiibly scindah o is tnnslited 
L} tiiQ v/oiA o^end nnd George Campbell tralj sajs awoist 
\ id to onvey the meaning could scaicely have been f imt 
Fiasmu? h<td so translated that word into the Latm wl eie tl o 
tianslation is pab=n,ble Our Engb^ii re\isers boiiowed the 
tt id veiy impi Dpeily fiom him and tailed to convey the mean 
mg ot the Holy bpiiit Cau^c to stumhl is the correct ono 
foi almost every place ^\bcie the woid offend occurs in ■what 
la called the New Testament Cirdmal \imenes Eiasmnfa 
Steplient, ind Bezi bid eicli publi&hed a Gieek edition but 
the best of them weie veiy defective The fii'vt eltion by 
En mns dil not enjoy one Greek manuscrpt oldei than the 
teith centuiT The hist Elzivci edition oi the Greek text 
I'tia not published until ci^ht jeais ittei the autbonzei vei 
sion was issued ind the testimonies aie stiong thit tl c. 
i ngbih Bible bos ne\ ei yet felt mui-h benefit from tvcn tl o 
1 leanest edition of tl c text in the language used bj the H ly 
'-(int Thi9 IS a no t liun il ating efatement, bnt it ib i truth 
til one But imre (ho Elzivu edition wis jrmtel T etwceii 
=; X and seven hni be 1 Gieek manuscripts ot eitlici the wl ol 
Bible 01 portions oi it, h^ve been discovered not o ii. ol wluc! 
■\ as known m the a^e of King James And tlie r ceved 
Greek, test is not supported n oil its utterances by om man 
uacript, ancient oi modem Erasmus C<tnter Stephens Bezi 
llontfducon Sabatiei feemler Gncfl ach "W oide Holme 
Puuh Slttthie Marsh "Walton Mill Wade Bengel Bi^ntlej 

W ctbtem BUnchini Scliolz Scbiilz and other-! hj the r 
lal ois ujun the Gicek text have lendered me'^timible scivilc 
to Bible truth. Under these labors, biblical science hag con- 
tmoally advanced ; and as errors in the received Gi-eek test 
are thus pruned off by ancient mannscripts, the Word of God 
stands purer, firmer, and more invulnerable. Granville Pcnn, 
to whose invaluable investigations we arc indebted largely. 
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says of tho times of the latter names: "From this last period 
a compound mass of new light is hecome diffused over the 
sacred volume, imparling a spirit of exact and punctilious 
criticism to direct and apply it; and these new and powerful 
saccors have been destined, in the order of Divine Providence, 
to be the portion of this late age of the Chui-ch, by a wise and 
wondeiful economy, administering light in a i-atio increasing 
with the distance of time from the first cffiilgence of the gospe!, 
as the remotei- planets are provided with multiplied means of 
collecting and I'eilecting light in pTOpoition as their distances 
remove them further from the solar fountain. Now, as the 
whole of tliat light conld not have been drawn and concentered 
into one focus until the present age, so no rcasonahle objectbn 
can be raised against it fmm tlie lateness of its occurrence ; and 
3t is only by obtaining a Itnowlcdge of the tme state of the 
scriptural text that we can be able to apply and derive the full 
benefit of that light." But there is one spotted, obscured, 
erratic planet upon which the fi^ e clergj men ire deteimmed 
no ray of tliis light shall shme, except thit which scmtillites 
from the stany orbs ot their own pulpit lei ision Tint plinef 
is Eng James's veision 

The learned men ^\hosi. nine wl hi^e ^iv n fcpcnt i H ^ 
portion of their lives m colliting the most ancient Gieek man 
uscripts — in weighing uiploimg comparing and scrutinizing 
evciy word and pouit of these transciipti Gieat ihira -^^as 
felt when those labors commenced, lest the faith of men should 
be unsettled; but Bentley disregarded the clamor, and pre- 
dicted that faith would grow and fatten upon these efforts. 
The various manuscripts not only show the sources of en-or, 
but enable us now to purify the text. Some of the sources of 
en-or may be classed imder the following heads : tampering, 
with the text in transcribing copies ; errors of negligence, of 
di^ign; omitting pronouns and writing praper names; addi- 
tions, omissions, and borrowing from one New Covenant writiT 
to fill up the text of another. Origen, in the third ci-utuiv, 
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and Jerome, in tlie foratli loully compkmed of the r 
in which Matthew, lliik Lul e ind J hn weie mi^el up 
Another soiu-ce of error is found m th'' influence of put) ism in 
making omissions of the sicred tej^t lake an example — 
Matthew xxvii. 50 : Oiigen liad a crotchet thit it was a dero 
gatioi! from the charactei ot the &a\iom to suppose that ho 
died at the hands of men Matthew y p! iin statement in tl e 
cliaptei- and va-se we hive nimed letuted that ciotchet The 
inspired text, as written hj Matthew 'J'ud "But another 
taking a spear, pierced his sile and theie came foith water 
and hlood; and Jesus crying out igun with i loud voice, 
expired." It stands thus m the Vaticin and Ephiem 
manuscripts, the two oldest m the woild , al o m the copies 
ot Diodorus, Tatian, inl virioub holy fatheis, in Chijsoa 
tom's copy; in tlie ancient Jeiusalem Synac ind Ethiopia 
versions; in some of the most ancient Latin vereions in one 
XIndal and five other Greel manuBcnpt'J accordii ^ to Oian 
vilie Pcnii. In the fouiteentli centuiy, thi-j passige wag e\ 
eluded fi-om the inspiied text bj Po[ e CI ment and h} hi-^ 
successor, John XXI, on the pretense th^t it contra hctcl 
Jolm \ix 34 It the leadei v,i\l look it the SOtli \ i e ot 
lite 27th chaptei of Matthc^\ in tht common vera on ii 1 
comptre it with our quotations aboii- lie wdl "^ee how niei 
Iiavc tampeied witli the Word ot Gol The Savioui died 
from the woimd in his side, as Matthew rccoids, according to 
the only authorities m the ^orld that can settle «uch % ques 
tion. Oui version, wluoh m that -verse is Oiigens Pope 
Clemunt a, and Pqjc John s text, not Matthew s teaches thit 
the spear was used after the death. The Pope thought it 
conti-adicted John xix o4 which is not true ' ^oi a OLDicr 
pierced," is a coweet translation of the 34th vei-se tor Pail 
hui-st and Macknight conclusively estabh-ih the fact tliat the 
Oi^eek word alia, used causally has thi. meimng o? Jv7 tl us 
Johneon'oboratea the genuine ^eise of Matthew, which has lic.n 
omitted from our version. No manuscript of the tenth century 
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can caii in question a manuscript of the fourtli century j and 
J. L. Hug lias demonstrated tliat tlio Vatican manuscript waa 
written before the middle of the fourth century. The Codex. 
Eplu-em was written in the fifth century. They establish most 
of tlie facts we are stating and tliose we are about to state. 
And wc may as well now state tliat all we shall say on the 
subject is based upon the liigbest standard autlioiities, 

Our subject is muclt gi-eater than our space, and we can refer 
only to a few of tlie many spurious mattere in our version, 
r'or instance, the entire nine versos at tlie close of the Kith 
chapter of Mark; the Gethsemane scene in Luke xxii. 43, 
44, Jolm V. 4, the disturbance of the pool by an angel from 
53d verse of the 7tb chapter of John to the lltli verse of the 
Sth ciiapter, the scene of the woman taken in adulteiy , Luke 
ix. &4, 55, 56 ; Luke xxui. 24, are pi-onounced spurious pas- 
sages tliat have not the least authority in tlie world to stand 
upon. As proof of the spuriousness of the adultery scene, 
for example, we have only to examine it. The law i-equircd 
tliat both the parties should be accused ; but, tliough, as her 
accusers said, "taken in the act," the woman only is accused. 
Again, the statement is, that Moses said she should be stoned 
to death ; but Moses says no such thing, as may be seen in 
the 20th chapter of Leviticus. 

In Matthew v. 22, we liave, "Whosoever is angiy with his 
brother without a cause,'" die. '■'■Without a cause" is spuri- 
ous, having been added by some one who wished to give men 
an opportunity of being angry witli theu- brethren without 
"danger of the judgment." The Saviour makes no sucli 
(jualifying declaration as "without a cause." The 4th verse 
of the same ciiapter lias a large amount of matter in it that is 
spurious, being unsustained by any authority. In Matthew 
vi. 13, the doxology is spurious, mailing a disagreeable break 
in tlie instruction. If tlie reader will read the 12th and 14th 
verses continuously, he will discover tliat the I3th is an 
interpol alien. 
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Matthew xvi. 2,3, xvii. 21, xviii. 11, are all spurious, 
resting on no sufficient authority. The clauses about being 
"baptized with tlie baptism," &c,, in Mattliew xviii. 22,23, 
are spurious; they are genuine in Mark. The 14th vci'se, 
23d chapter of Matthew, is not in any ancient manuscript ; it 
is in Mark xii. 40, and in Luke xs, 47. 

In Matthew xxiii. 35, a probable fiilse text and a false ren- 
dering make us lose a beautiful prediction and an important 
historic fact. "We ascertain the fulfillment of many of the 
Saviour's prophesies through Josephus, and in this way ive feel 
the influence of the correction we now suggest. The dedara- 
fion tlmt all the righteous blood from that of Abel to that of 
Zechariali, son of Baraehia, who should be slain between tlie 
altar and the sanctuarj', was a pi-cdiction ; and the Saviour's 
statement respecting Zechaiiab was, "whom you mil slay in 
the midst of the temple." This prediction was fulfilled during 
the siege of Jerusalem, when Zechariali, son of Baiucliias, a 
man of gi-eat purity of character, was slain in the niid&t of 
the temple, when Titus and Vespasian were demanding of that 
generation all the innocent blood that had been shed between 
that of Abel and Zecliariah. All trace of this important 
jii-ediction is lo^t in om- common version. 

In Matthew xxi. 40, the disciples are ma^le to reply to 
tlie Saviour, in Lulie xx. 15, 17, the Raviour himself is 
made to reply to his own question ; thus making a palpable 
contradiction. 

In 2d Corinthians iii. 6, Paul is converted into an egotist 
by being made to say ; " Who also hath made us aUe minis- 
iers" <&c. This is one of the results of the Latin text. The 
Greek says . "Who also hath qualified us to be ministci-s." 

Another- specimen of the beauties of the text of our common 
vei-sion is found in the first Gteneral Epistle of Petci-, 4tli 
chapter, 3d verse, which converts Pctei' into an idolater. He 
is made to say: "For the time past of ourlii'3 may suffice tis 
to have wi-ought out the iiill of the gciitiles, v.-hcn wc v.'slkcd 
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in lascivionsneas, liists, excess of wine, revellingg, banquetings, 
and abominable vMatries." There is no excuse for this render- 
ing. The Latin text was coiTeet, and Wickliife had it accurate 
in his version. But King James's men, in their remarkable 
Ifrodivity to errors and blunders, were led by rash alterations 
made in the Vulgate by Erasmus ; and as King James's revi- 
sers apparently had no Greek text, they blindly followed tJie 
unanthorized alteration of Erasmus, In the genuine text there 
is no "our,'" "us,'" nor "wo^^ to make Petci- an idolater, 
which be never was. The language of Peter is this : " For 
the time past of your life sufSceth to have ivrought the will of 
the gentiles, talking in lasciviousneas, lusts, &c., and abomi- 
rmble idolatries." Can not our five clergymen take these facts, 
and show, that as this statement is in "the good oid Bible," 
it makes no difference whether Peter is presented to his Eng- 
lish readers in the truth which he ^Tote, or steeped in the 
falsehood which IGng James's i-evisers immei-sed him in by 
altering his language ? May we not hear from the five cler- 
gymen on the important snbject of the "ado about revision?" 

We might thus go on and write a good sized volume on 
ihcse blunders, contradictions, and apociyphal statements, 
spurious readings, and interpolations which so much disfigure 
find matilate the Word of God in King James's version, all of 
which scholarslup is now about to con-ect. One more speci- 
fl^en must suffice, and it is difficult to imagine how it has 
maintained its place, except on the principle of the five cler- 
gymen, tliat the work of King James's revisers is not to be 
corrected, especially by Chmtians who liave obeyed Jesus 
Christ in immersion. 

Moses was divinely directed to make " the tabernacle after 
tlie pattern shown him m the mount." According to our cler- 
gymen this is not important, provided the Jews held "a plain 
and fair statement of the law uttered by Moses, by which they 
couid be traly religions, truly happy in ivsligion, and truly 
acceptable to God while thf'y lived and when they died," even 
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if the taLemacle should deviate from the pattern. Oiii- eleiicai 
friends seem to tliink tliat the Bible Union and its friends are 
too pai'ticuiar and exacting, in requiring that the Bible shall be 
an exact copy of what the Holy Spii-it said, when there have 
been so many good people under the detective, pciTerted, and 
corrupted vereion of King James. But neither Moses nor 
any othei- sei-vant of God ever admitted such reasonings into 
his mind. Exactness in learning what God said, and exact- 
jicss of obedience, were the vitalities of their holiness ; and a 
hohness, to he of any account, must partake ot those charac- 
ters. Moses made the tabernacle after the pattern God gave 
liim, and did not vary it in a ring, a curtain, nor the color of 
any thing. That tabei-nacle was a pictorial illustration of the 
heavenly places and of the Christian kingdom ; and the 8fh 
and 9th chaptei-s of Hebrews contain some of the sublimest 
thoughts ever uttered by inspiration on this very subject. Now 
if Moses did not dare to deviate from his pattern in any, the 
least particular, if he did not dai-e to change the position of a 
single piece of furniture, who may have the temerity to do it 
in its application to CInristianity ? Yet King James's version 
is guilty, in Hebi-ews, of tliis very "ti-eason against the Su- 
preme Majesty," as the Catholic Bishop Kenrick nobly and 
beautifiilly expresses the idea. In the 9th chapter, 3d and 
4th verses, we iind this specimen. We give the received 
Greek text, as it is called, and King James's version : 



EECEIVED GHEEK TEXT. COMMON VERSION. 

3. jifta if to BiiiTfepor ^atarii' and after the second veil [common 
Taff/itt, Cx-rivyi 'h J.i/'ofiEi'i ajia version), the tabernacle which is 
ayiuv, called the Holy of Holies, 

4. xpu^'ovi' (a;ovflo, Bvixia-e^piov, which /iod the goMen altar of in- 
&c. cense, ^. 

Now this statement is a positive contradiction of Moses and 
oi the 9th verse of the 1st chapter of Luke. The altar of 
i was not in the Holy of Holies, but outside the veil of 
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ihat apai'tnient. H&nce Zecharkh is described hj Luke as 
officiating at it, which no one but the liigh priest could have 
done, had it been behind the veil, and he could liavc done it 
only once ar-ycar. Nor did tiie Holy Spirit write the state- 
ment as it is ill the received Greek text and in our common 
version. Tlie Vatican manuscript, among the innumerable 
blessings it h^ given in purifying the Greek text, adds tiiis 
purification to its long list. We give the Vatican text, as 
written before the middle of the fourtli century, and Pcim'g 
version of it i 

VATICAN MS,. G. TENS'a VEEHION, 

2- Xx'Yiv'n yap ■ xmfifKitiaae-ii 5] For first the tabernacle was 

epartvj, iv k hti 5iu*i'«i "oi V Tpa- formed, in which were tho can- 

jtefa, itti ^ apoSi\aii fw df Ti^. xai dlestick and the table and tlie 

ToxprfToiiv eufptiafsipiof, !5rt(!tf^'frBt shewbread, mtd t!ie golden altar 

uym' fof incense, which ia called tho 
Holy: 

3, fiifo Si ro Smtipav, &c. and secondly, after the veil, &e. 

The Vatican is one of Lho highest authorities known in these 
matters. It is the Greek text that stands nearest tlie day of 
the Apostles, and a million of manusciipts of the tenth centuty 
could not shalte any one of ite foundations. It makes Hebrews 
ix. 3, 4 synchronize with Moses and Luke. 

Now let oui- clerical iriends try their hands at defending the 
grievous wrongs done to the inspiration of God by the com- 
mon vei-aion, even in the matters we have shown on this occa- 
sion. We can pile hundreds of similar- expositions upon the 
specimens we have given. We have gone through the New 
Covenant from tlie first vei-ae of Matthew to the last verse of 
Revelations, and with the aid of Granville Penn's work, have ' 
compared each challenged verse with the text of the ancient 
Greek manuscripts, the Vatican, the codex Ephrcm, and codex 
Bcza. Jerome's vulgate is not an imimportant assistant in 
these labors for ascertaining the puie text of inspiration. And 
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we rejoice in being able to say, that tlic pm-e text passes through 
this ordeal, cleansed from all that had maiTed its beauty and 
weakened its powers. On that pure expression • of Jehovah's 
I'evelation, mankind can stand as upon an impregnable acropolis, 
stable and immovable. Those who vely alone on King James's 
version, are afloat upon uncertain s^as, in darkness and doubt, 
in fear and in trembling Tlsat veision lias ne\ ei felt the ofliees, 
even of the i-eceived Greek text, to fcay nothing of the lotty, 
ennobling, exalting, and euhghtening ministiations of th6=e 
higher sources of pmity and light which Clmstendom now 
possesses in the Vatican and Ephiem manu'saipts and the 
ancient versions. The sole object of the Bible Union, of the 
Bible Eevision Association, and of the fnends oi icvision 
every where, is to bring tlie English Bible up to all the pertec 
tions that are possible, which shine with purity from the ancient 
texts. And to the five clergymen, to that "immense assem- 
blage" which sent them into newspapei-s in the ftitile hope of 
crushing the cause of revision, and to all who fight against the 
purifieation of a defective and corrupted vei-sion, we answer as 
Erasmus answered in his day those who undertook to hinder ' 
his efforts at finding the true text of inspii-ation : — 

"I heartily assent to those who maintain that the authority 
of the Holy Scriptures is inviolate. Whoever knowingly de- 
praves them, outrages the Holy Spirit, this I acknowledge. 
But that majesty resides only in the fountain-head. Isaiaii 
Jiaa not eiTcd, nor does any one attempt to alter what he wrote. 
.iMatthew has committed no error; no one corrects what he 
transmitted. Our business lies with his interpreters, his copy- 
ists, and his corrupters. If all the authonty of the sacred 
Scriptures was to be shaken by some cormpt readings, the 
Holy Spirit mast needs attend the 'copyists, no less than the 
prophets and evangeHsts. The Spirit is nowhere absent from 
them; but He so discovers himself as V^ileave for iis a, portian 
of labor. The inviolability of their authority resided in l^ie 
prophets, apostles, or evangelists. The Iiighest praise of S:iip- 
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ture 13 this: that, though so often transfused info other 
ianguages, so often mutilated or depraved hy heretics, so often 
coiTupted by transcribers, yet they retain the vigor of eternal 
truth. Thus the Church stands firm, though assailed by all 
the storms of eviL Siii he acts in the service <^ the Holy 
Spirit, who endeavors, with all his powers, to restore to its 
primUive integri^ whatever has been deteriorated by men. 
As there will never be wanting those who dete^'iorate, so we 
ought never to cease from the task of correcting. The Scripturea 
themselves, therefore, are one thing / what interpreters have 
ill<-eiidered, or transerihers have corrupted, are another. 
Eveiy knave can corrupt the copies of the Gospel ; and shall 
it be forbidden to restore what has been so corrupted ? " 

Whenever the five clergymen can refute or slialie these state- 
ments and sentiments of Erasmus, the revisionists \viU abandon 
their cause and leave the field to those who gloi'} in the bhm- 
ders, errors, coniiptions, and apocryphal statements of an 
English Bible translated from a Latin text, and nhich hii 
scarcely feit the inflnence of a Greek mtiiuscript 

We Iiave now shown enongh to exhibit something of the 
condition of the English text of the Bible, and the imperative 
duty of eveiy one who loves Chiistianity is to aid by alt hn 
means in secuiing an Enghsh Bible, tliat speaks from the lan- 
guage in which the Holy Spirit wrote the text of inspiration. 
The Bible Union is the only body of people that has ever 
undertaken this holy, righteous, heavenly work. It asks all 
the world fo join it, and it demands no other principle of action 
than fidelity to God and man. The Bible Union has ai-mcd 
itself with the linest apparatus for bibUcal ciiticism and revision 
cf the text of inspiration that has ever been gathered in this 
country. Neither time, nor labor, nor wealth, nor talent has 
been stinted in the effort to obtain eveiy tiling known to be in 
existence,' that can do the cause of revision any service. We 
designed to give some details of the treasures thus gathered, 
but as that lias been done ^ij a Methodist gentleman of high 
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reputation foe varied acquirements, especially in iriblical litei-a- 
ture, we prefer to use liis remarks upon the acquisitions of the 
Bible Union, Of the Library of t/ie American BMe. Union-, 
he thus speaks ■— 

" The work of translation or revision of the Holy Sciipturcs 
is connected with whatever pertains to biblical criticism : and 
the American Bible Union, dtUy impressed with tliis fact, has 
availed itseU of the labors of biblical scholars, not only in this, 
but in every department conncctec! witli bibiical literatm«. In 
the libiary of the Union may be found the results of the labors 
of biblical critics, hom the time of Origen down to the preauit 
day, and we doubt it the ftoild can funnsh ^p^lt fiom the 
manusciipts theinbeives (all thf various readings of whi 1 
bowe\ei, have been collated and published, and aie in possuasion 
of tlie Union), a more complete apparatus. In connection with 
Origcn's Hexapla and Walton's Polyglott, iie to be fonii 1 the 
most celebrated editions of the Hebrew and Gied text oi th 
Scariptures, with the various ciitica sacras, thesauiu'es syrop 
ses, digests, lexicons, grammar's, and works on cut cism her 
meneutics, ai-chieology, history, and in tact the leading woik'. 
on all that i^ertaina to the vast field of b hi cal btenture 
embracing the most ancient and modem -lutlois with tie 
translations from the Septuagint and Vetus It'jla, Vulgite to 
the English versions, from Wickliffe to the [ resent time and 
also tlie principal versions that have been made m the vanoua 
modem languages and dialects. The library contains tho 
commentaries oi greatest value, ancient and modem, tliat have 
been wi^itten in the "various Languages, from the Targuins of 
the Jews and ancient Fathers, down to the present day ; and 
also copies of the Grecian, Homan, and English classics, toge- 
ther ivifh the most valuable books of reference in the various 
departments of literature, science, and art, 

"The special object had in view by the Bible Union Iiaa led 
it to pi'ocure without regard to expense, all those worics that 
Jiave any bearing whatever upon the bislui-y, philology, chroii- 
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ilogy archa,olo£;y cuticism or exegeiiii of the Bible that 
thu=( thoroughly himishe 1 its scholars miv have every f icilitr 
iffordel them loi making &udi t revision ot the Lnglnl Bibl 
3'< the present age demin Is 

In \ddition to this, it miy he well to '^ly tliat the Bible 
Union also I»aa the free u^e of rire in! valualle works oi 
bibhcal science in vaiioiis piivite hbiinc" and we ki ow ti 
3 othing m l] IS country that has iny beaiing on the subject 
tliat If not it the service of the levisers oi the Bible Ur n 
^d tl us having this exten^ne apparatus for i thoi >ugli Ee 
■\T!ion ot fl e Bible -m nidtnt holy and honest desiic { i * 
f iithf il one scholars of the highest abdity to do the woil and 
the hbenl suppmt of the peo}.le m cariymg it foi-waid the 
Bibk Union r secure m the pos^e'i'iion of e^ rv tl ng tl it can 
G;uarantee a iaithtui e"vpo ition oi tl e puit, text of tli h H 
WTitmg-t 

It is often s^Jd and Las been much harped upon m tins di 
cussion tUat tlie gieat body ot the chuichea are content i^ith 
f! e J resent veraoii and wish no change made m it If such 
v,ei the case though we know it is nrt foi theie is no one 
(hurch in Christendom tliat has evei been content -with it it 
^onld hetiay m the presence of the truths v,e have now pie- 
senttd the tact that the sectarian chtuches m Chnstendom are 
n as un'iound a condition as the ancient Jewish Church ot 
Oil which Jesus Christ and his Vjostles undeitool to tn 
i ghfen and rcfnim Tl c gieat body of that chmch was con 
tent and desire 1 no change Its seetaiian membeis put the 
Savjoui to death And martyred his apostles hut the chane;e was 
made despite ot the opposition An 1 such success wiU 1 n tl t 
result of the eftorts ot the Bible Union md of the fnenda ot 
i-cvision Ihe EiUc levised uidei the ausp ces of the Bible 
Unon faithful to God and man m ail its detads will as 
<. itaiilj command the appiobatian coniilence an I aealous 
opTation of the Vme ican people as the trutl s of tl e ^os 
1 nl commanded those qualities m the Roman woihl Tl Piblc 
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Union has flourished amidst all the floodgates of calumny, 
detraction, crael injustice and wrong tliat sectarian Christen- 
dom has let loose npon it, and it has survived that wliieh the 
Apostles encountered— the malice of false friends. There is no 
power on this earth tliat can stay the progress of Bible revision, 
Jehovah lias declared that his word shall accomplish all where- 
unfo he lias appointed it; and if he has not appointed it to 
purity and to the exercise of its own inherent powers, freed from 
the glosses and corruptions of men, neitlier his character nor 
parpose have heen revealed. " The cause is beyond the reach 
of the malice of its enemies. 

We have spoken of King James's vei'sion as compared with 
the ancient texts. But let us not be misunderstood. We 
readily admit that Wicldiffe, in giving the Enghsh people a 
Bible adapted to the common apprehension, performed a remark- 
able work for his time ; a work that first lighted tlie English 
race toward civiliEation, King James's revisers, with quite- aa 
defective an apparatus, improved that version in some respects 
and injured it in otheiB. Even in tliat form it has done gi-eat 
good, for as Erasmus says! "The autliority of the Scripturea 
is not to be sliaken by some corrupted readings." But their 
acknowledged presence in King James's version, now in the 
hands of Such a race as the English, constitutes an escellait 
reason why the wheat shall be winnowed from the chafF^ and 
that version be made fully worthy of all the admiration that has 
been bestowed npon it. And to that holy labor the Bible 
Union are directing tlieir purest and most righteous crlcrgieB, 
and, when their work is completed they wOl be acknowledged 
as the true friends of "the good old family Bible." 

James Edmunds. 

T. S. Bell. 

P. S.— -The foreman of Morton & Griswold informs us that 
the work of composition for the book form of this discussion 
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will he completed early next week ; but we sliall keep it. open 
until July 26 for any response the five clei'gynieii may choose 
lo make to tlils article. 



NUMBER Xiri. 
BIBLU UNION FATHEH MACLAy's P^ 



The New York Times lias recently puUisbed a notice of a 
pamphlet purporting to be written by Dr. Maclay, late Presi- 
dent of the Bible Union. The Times announces that the 
Bible Union is in an uncomfortable position before the public 
at this time, but we beg leave to assure all who think thus, 
tiiat tlie discomfort arises entirely from the fact that Dr. Ma- 
clay has been put to services, in his present condition of mind, 
that are at war with ail the services of the days of liis intei- 
lectnal vigor. The old gentleman has been induced lately to 
leifd himself to purposes at direct variance with his labors and 
proclamations of the past few years, and he lias been carried 
so far into the regions of wi'Ong doing that his managers have 
required that the pamphlet against the Bible Union, of which he 
is the putative author, shall be sedulously kept from tiiejriends 
of that body, and placed in the liands only of the most violent 
and viralent enemies of ike cause, with injunctions not to per- 
mit any fnend of revision to see it. Does truth or honesty or 
honor ever require sueh services as these ? The most earnest 
efforts have been made by the ftiends of the Bible Union, for 
two weeks, in the city of New York, to obtain a copy of this 
pamphlet — this secret emissary, but even those who admitted 
that they had a copy of the work, declared they were enjoined 
not to show it. But an enemy of revision, the Philadelphia 
Chronicle, has published the pi-eeious document in that paper. 

We have been well acquainted, for weeks, with the matters 
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of wliich Dr. Maclay complains. We shall not buvtben liii? 
eominiinication with their enumei-atioii, but content oui'selves 
with saying, that all of these complaints tliat haye any trat:i 
in them, wei-e as palpable to him, as open to view, as comnioii 
to aU the members of the Bible Union, when Dr. Maclay was 
an agent of tlie society, boldly proclaiming the superlative 
' claims of the Bible Union to the confidence and support of all 
true men, as they are now to the defected ex-President. He 
is made ridiculously to assei-t that he lias just dbcovei-ed these 
wondrous secrets, and while every employee of tlio Bible 
Union was perfectly posted in them, he claims that he was a 
dupe for years I And if he was thus duped for years, may 
not some ancb work stili be in progi-ess ? 

At the instance of Father Maclay, a committee was organ- 
ized by the Bible Union to investigate every complaint made 
by Inm. That committee labored long and sedulously and 
patiently. It gave the matter so much time that some com- 
plaint was made about the delay of the report. The pamplilet 
Days that the committee has not reported, but we have the re- 
port before us and we quote enougli of it to rel'iite all tJie 
criminations of Father Maclay. It is as follows : 

" Your committee appointed to enquire into the present con- 
dition and practical working of the cnteiprise, respectfully 
report, that, after a careful examination into its affairs they 
are satisfied that its executive officers have laboriously and 
honestly discharged tlieir duty to the Union, and they see no 
reason to recommend any cliange in the practical working of 
the enterprise. 

W. COLG.\TE, 

Ezra Smith, 
W. H, Wyckoff, 
Sam'l Baker, 
S. E. Shepard, 
T. B. Stillman, 

J. ^y. Qmilvs." 
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In addition to this, the Bible Kevision Association, after a 
lliorongh inquiiy, unanimously resolved that the Bible Union 
13 acting in strict accordance with fidelity, and is abundantly 
worthy the esteem and confidence of every honest and truthful 
mind. Tiie attempt by a few ambitious Spuits to make the 
Bible XJiiion suhsei'vient to t/ieir ttees has teen promptly met 
and put down, and the Bible Union is honestly, faithfully, and 
nobly perfbiming all its duties to God and man, which it 
assumed in undertalting a faithful revision of the Holy Oracles. 
Tliei-e is not even the shadow of a foundation, in the manage- 
ment of tlie Bible Union, for the charges, the conduct, or the 
dereliction of Father Maclay , the infirmities of age are rapidly 
pi'essing him down, and while we grieve over the fact tliat sncli 
a man has iDecome a castaway firom the noblest cause of the 
age, we rejoice to know that neitlier his example nOr his crhni- 
nations have in the slightest degree affected the Bible Union, 
or checked its onward progress. The great scholai-s of the 
Bible Union, Conant, Lillie, Scliaif, and numbers who approacli 
them in scholarly attainments, know the revisers of the Union. 
It is absm'd to suppose that the Baptist and Presbyterian 
scholars we have named would he associated as co-laborers with 
such scholars as Father Maclay is made to say some of the 



These facts will explain what is called the " uncomfortahle 
condition" of the Bible Union, and will answer in advance, 
whatever may be said by a partizan religious anti-revision press, 
which unblushingly announces that it will publish only one side 
of these matters, "because a different course {that of letting 
both sides be heard) would not he just or fair to its readers." 
If any words of admonition on our pai-t would be of any use 
to tlie enemies of revision, we would caution them to handle 
these affaira carefully, for we assure them that we have fullnesa 
enough of information in all the premises, to enable us to say 
that the Bible Union is anxious to court tlie largest inquiiy 
into its conduct, and that it will truimphantly come through 
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tlic ordeal, to the joy of its fricncts ami flie tiiscomfiture of il» 

James EmiuKDs. 
T. &. Belu 
Blhle lievision Rooms, July 22, 1856. 

P. S.— May we not ask such of tlie secular press as may 
publish an account of Dr. Maclay's pampliiet, to republish this 
i-ijsponsc to it? 



FOURTH LETTER OF THE FIVE CIERGYMEN. 

THE CIBLE REVISION MOVEJIENT.— FINALLl'. 

SoaiE monlliB ago, the unilerHigned were requested by a 
nambei- of their bretJiren to make a suitable answer to certain 
[lublications, at tliat time appearing in the newspapers of tins 
city, in behalf of the Bible Eeviaion Association. It was our 
intention, from the beginning, to do no more than to show 
I'lat "this revision inovement, sectarian in its spirit and aims, 
and not called for by tlic Church at large, or required by the 
actual necessities of the snbject, is not entitled to tiic public 
conMence and support. 

Having done that, as we supposed, wo declined all ]3CrsonaI 
controversy and al! further argument on the subject, deeming 
any thing else superfluous. 

The gentlemen ivlio still conduct the discussion on the other 
fiidc have repeatedly invitee! as back to the field, wliich we 
thought proper to leave when our work was done, declaring 
tlieir intention to lay before the public, for wide circulation and 
in permanent form, this whole discussion bound up together. 
jVad now, again, what seems intended for their final commu- 
r.ication to the public, after many allusions to ourselves, closes 
\vith these last words to us : 
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" P. S. — Tlic foreman of Morton & GriswOld infomis us tiiat 
the work of composition for the book form of this discussion 
will he completed early next week ; but we will keep it open 
until July 26, for any i-esponse the five clergymen may choose 
to make to tliia article." 

Our thaiilts are due to these gentlemen for so great liberal- 
ity; and, tliat we may not he wanting in courtesy, or any 
other duty in the premises, we depart from the pui-pose which 
we liad fonned of declining furthci- discussion, and offer this 
response. We trust they will receive it as final, if they will 
not accept it as sufficient. We desire not to abuse the wide 
liberty tliey give us, and will compress, as far as we can, what 
we have to present, 

The/ will bear in mind, as the public also will, that our 
single aim has been to answer then- plea for tlie public confi- 
dence and support, by praving that their movement deserves 
neither-. In every " i-csponse" we have made to any " article" 
of theira, we have kept our aim in view. In this, wliich they 
have succeeded in drawing from us, we do so still. 

In all that we have read of the writings of revisionists, or 
]ieard of their talk, few persons have been so highly com- 
mended by them as the Kev. Dr. Maclay. None, we believe, 
Iiave been more trusted ; none have really done more to pro- 
mote their object. Long their principal agent to recommend 
it and to collect funds for it in this country and in Europe, 
and a few months ago, after so many years of patient and 
eiFective service in the field, called to the Presidency of tJie 
Society upon the death of Dr. Cone, as the fit successor of 
that eminent man, he has linked his name to tins work as few 
have done. Indeed, he may be called one of the fathers of 
the enterprise to wliich he has devoted the best yeais of his 
life with the deepest interest in its success. We may add, 
that he has certainly enjoyed veiy fair opportunities of inform- 
ation as to tlie real character of it, the spirit and manner in 
which its affah-s are conducted, and ifs claims upon good men. 
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Now, with every tHng to attacli him to it if it were worthy 
of his regard, he has turned hia back Tipoii it with disgust. 
Dr. Maclay has made public the considerations whii-h influ" 
enced bim herein. They are stated with simplicity and great 
eleameas, apparently without anger or malevolence, under 
convictions of duty which compelled him to speak out, and 
with the confidence of a man who knows that what ]ie says is 
true. These representations are made at great length, else we 
would insert them ber-e entb-e. That, we suppose, would be 
drawing too largely on the kindness of the gentlemen who are 
waiting for tliis " response," to put it in theii' book. 

They will indulge us, however, in culling out a ft'w para- 
graphs of this extraordinary testimony. One sliall be tliat in 
which the witness sums up liis evidence, to-wit : 

"Being fully satisfied, from personal examination, that the 
funds which I have done so much to collect, and which I 
know liave been most sacredly devoted, by the rich and the 
poor, to one of the holiest purposes of Christian charity, are 
being squandered ; that a vast amount is expended for opera- 
tions remote from the one great object of the institution , that 
men are employed to translate the Word of God who are not 
qualified for the work ; tliat unwaiTantablc translation'; havo 
been made, which, if published, must bring into discredit the 
most precious doctrines of my faith, sap the fundamental 
truths of Christianity as indtibitably revealed in tlie Holy 
Scriptures, and shake the confidence of the people in the eanon 
of the sacred -writings; that such revisions are likely to be 
published for indisciiminate circulation, mthout tlie previous 
precautionary examination provided for, and required, by the 
})lan and rules of revision, as originally adopted by tiic Board ; 
tjiat the controlling power of tlie institution has become com- 
pletely centralized in one man, and that the exercise of that 
power is not only such as to forbid the hope of retbnn, but 
also to blast the name and influence of every one who ad- 
vacates reform. Feeling perfectly apsuied of ail fliis, I am 
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compelled, by a stem sense of duly, to jibandon the entei^ 
prise, and to free niyeelf, as far as possible, from all fiuther 
responsibility in its operations. And I can not donbt that my 
fiiends, when rightly informed, will justify me in so doing. *■ 
Another extract will tell us something about the "revisers:" 
"During the last six yeai's, from the origin of the Bible 
Union till a few montlis ago, I laboi-ed as its agent, most of 
the time at a disUince kom the scat of its operations, so tliat 
i had but veiy little opportimity to examine minutely tlie in- 
ternal management of the institution. I i-elied mainly on the 
published documents of the Union, to which the oflicial coitgs- 
pondcncr' of the Secretary seldom added any thing of impoi- 
tancc. I did not so much as know the names of the i-evisers, 
with a few exceptions. Hence tlie statements which I made, 
publicly and privately, diii"ing my agency, lested for the mos-t 
part on tJie assurances of those for whom I acted. 

" But on being elected President of the Union, in October, 
in lSo5, I found myself in a position cf more direct and un- 
qualified responsibility ; and under these circumstances, I fell 
the impoilancc of becoming more |:iarticularly acquainted witli 
the operations of the body. I then, for the first time, ascer- 
tained who the revisere were, and found, to mj astoniwliment, 
that instead of there having been about forty individuals aclu- 
ally engaged in translating the New Testament, as I lutd 
understood from the Seci-etary, and often stated, there had not 
been more ihan twenty-tluree or twenty-four. Instead of a!! 
these being competent scholars, as I had supposed, and as the 
plan of the Union required, and as is often reiterated in the 
official documents of the Union, some of them unquestionably 
lacked the essential qualifications of a translator."' 

The followmg extracts will exhibit ihc marvelous be.xuly 
and exact faithfulness of some instances of revision : 

"On resuming my examination in the revisei^s' departmeni, 
T found that numerous translations had been made, which, 
thgngh not in all cases Inconsislent witli good scholar'^liip, 
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were nevertheless calculated, on other grounds, to compromiac 
the character of the Union, and to shake the confidence of 
men in tJie truth of God's Woi-d. Of these the foUowhig may 
serve as specimens : 

"John i. 1: 'In the beginning was the Word, and the Word 
was with God, and God was the Word.' 

" Jolui i. 3of : ' He it is that immerses in a Holy Spirit.' 

" Jolm iii. 5: 'If any one be not bom of water and Spirit.' 

"John V. 19: 'The Son can do nothing of himself, if he 
see not the Father doing any thing.' 

" John vii. 39 . ' But this is said of tlie Spirit which those 
believing on Ilim were about to receive ; for tliere was not yet 
a Holy Spu^it.' 

"John X. 28; 'And I give to them eternal lii'y, and they 
shall not perish forever.' 

" John xi, 33 : ' Jesus, therefore, when he saw her weeping, 
and the Jews, who came with ber, weeping, gi-oaned in the 
spirit and troubled himself.' 

"Johni. 13,14: "Who wei-e begotten, not of blood, nor 
of a will of flesh, nor of a will of man, but of God. And tlsc. 
Word became fiesh, and dwelt among us (and we saw his glory, 
a glory as of one only begotten of a Father-), full of grace and 
trutli.' 

"These are by no means the most objectionable renderings. 
In this and other books are some which I would not disclose 
to the public eye. And on a closer examination in the depart- 
ment of revision, I found, that in addition to the shocking 
translations already referred to, the misguided hand of the 
reviser bad been rashly laid upon the original text, as it seemed 
to me, without any autliority of the Boar-d." 

The foUoiving will show what Dr. Maelay found to be the 
honesty of the policy which guides the executive department : 

" The Secretary urged me t^ain to leave New York and travel 
abroad as an agent. I informed him that, with the views which 
1 tlien entertained, I could not conseicntiousiv act in Ihc cn.;i!u 
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city of an agent ; that, amung oilier tilings, I had assured the 
people that we have competent scholars to translate the Scrip- 
tures, and that the funds of the Union were judiciously and 
(economically expended, but I could do so no longer ; that I 
!iad aimed to li^e an honest man, and I meant to die an honest 
inaa; and that if I iveie to go and publish my honest impres- 
ainns regarding the operations of the Bible Union, I should 
only damage its reputation, which, underesistingciivnimstances, 
I was not prepared to do. Oiie would have supposed that 
such a statement would have precluded any fiu'ther request 
from the Seci'etary for me to go abroad as an agent of the 
Union. His subsequent i-epeated reiteration of tliis request, 
besides the imputation of a disbelief in my own statement 
which it conveyed, exliibitud such a solicitude for the services, 
and such an indiifei-ence for the conscientious views of an agent, 
as equally sm-prised and pained me." 

And finally, this will show at once how they use the money, 
aud how they treat tliis old servant of God for daiing to object 
to such expenditures. 

" I know that Brother Conant, in that estraordinaiy letter 
of April 23, 1856, which the Secretary got up and sent out 
as a circular of the Bible Union, pi-onounces my dissatisfac- 
tion 'groundless,' attributing it to mental imbecility, and this 
judgment, though contrary to my own consciousness, would 
liave groat weight on my mind, if he were not himself an inter- 
ested pai'fy. But a man who lias already received nearly six 
thousand dollars before finishing the translation of Job, on a 
coiiti'act which secures to him, in addition to a salaiy of SI, 200 
fi-om the Theological Seminary at Eocliester, $2,000 a-year 
for the portion of time not required in his professional duties, 
till he shall have completed the Old Testament, with a copy- 
right interest, and a per-centage on the future sales of his 
translation, when published with notes; a man for whose pupils 
the Hebrew school-booli, with grammatical notes, was specially 
dnstgned, and the stereotyping of whose translation, in sis 
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different forms, without any examination hy other scliolars, 
according to the contract, and without any authorization of the 
Board, was one occasion of my dissatisfaction, occupies a posi- 
tion in relation to the affairs under consideration which greatly 
depreciates, if it does not entirely destroy, the admissibility 
of iiis testimony. And I think that all weU-infonued, impartial 
men will agree that he, who has such grounds for his own 
satisfaction, is not sufficiently disinterested to sit in judgment 
upon my dissatisfaction." 

This is the way, it seems, they intend to put down Dr. Ma- 
clay. A few months ago he was worthy of all they could give 
him in place and honors. Tlren he was using his influence to 
promote their ends. Now he is in his dotage, for now he ia 
exposing to the light of day that which cannot hear the light 
We think the puhlic will say that such a tannt is equally false, 
ahsurd, and ci-uel. We think the same public will say, as 
they come to undei'stand it all, that such a scheme of tampering 
with the Word of God, and abusing the credulity of his people, 
richly entities itself to derision and contempt. 

W. L. Beeckineiiice, 
Sam'l Lowky Adams, 
Henby M. Denbon, 

Gr. GOJIDEN. 

The Rev. Mr. Trimble is at present absent from the city, 
which accounts for the absence of bis name from this response. 
I/misville, July 22, 1856. 
12 
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NUMBER XIV. 

THE FIVE CLEKGYMEN. — DR. MACLAY AND THE DISMKSED 
REVISER. 

We published an article last week, on tlie state of tlie Greek 
text of tlie New Testament, on the apocryphal statements in 
the English version in common use, on various omissions from 
and interpolations in tliat version, all going to show the imper- 
ative demands for revision. And in order to test the character 
of the startling facta we then presented, we called upon the 
five clergymen who liad taken up King James's Bible as a 
banner, to refute our statements if in their power to do so. 
Our object is to know truth, to advocate nothing else, and to 
yield allegiance to its supreme dictates. In making the call 
upon the five clergymen thus to meet the stubborn facts which 
we presented as tlie result of a careful inquiry into the state of 
the Greek tsxtus recuptvs, the overwhelming proofs which we 
■adduced, and which may be multiplied, that the version in 
■common use is a translation from a Latin text, and not fi'oni 
the text of insph-ation, we had a hope that those gentlemen 
would attempt some defence of the authorized version. If the 
facts we presented are verities, no Christian acquainted with 
them can hesitate as to the imperative necessity of a speedy 
revision of the Bible. No man who owes allegiance to Jesne 
Christ can feel that he is justified m palmbg off on the com- 
munity, as the words of inspiration, statements which no 



a pen e 



r touched. 



The five clergymen have run their allotted time for an 
answer to the grave and startling facts to which we allude, and 
they have not attempted a rejoinder, for, of course, they do 
not consider the string of trashy quotations from a mendacious 
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pamplilet, written by a dismissed leviser from the service of 
the, Bible Union, wbich they published yesterday, as in any 
degree an acceptance of oui- request. "Wc therefore have a 
right to consider that our article on the state of the Greek text 
and the condition of the authorized version is unassailable. 
Notliing can be clearer to the public mind than the fact that 
these five clergymen can not defend King James's Bible. They 
are ready enough to iight away upon all other mattera, hut 
they have to admit that tlie deplorable condition of King 
James's version is utterly indefensible, "What a position for 
clergymen! They cannot defend the text of King James's 
work ; they will not attempt themselves to pi-ocure a pure ver- 
sion of the Word of God, and they seem to feel that their 
mission is to abuse, defame, and insult al! who honestly under- 
take this essential work for the people. Clergymen who occupy 
this exceedingly awkward position befoi'e an intelligent peo- 
ple are not in the best possible condition to investigate the 
moral atmosphere of the Bible Union. 

In not denying before the public, with statement of proof 
and illustrations, the necessity and importance of the revision 
of the Scriptures while attempting to discredit and asperse those 
engaged in it, the five clergymen may be compared to those in 
Christ's time who, not denying the necessity of his reform, yet 
objected to his measures, and stood aloof from his cause and 
Church; or those, acknowledging the corruption of Christianity 
and the impritinee of itg restoi'ation yet refu-^cd tr co-operate 
with Luther n account of wmo allege 1 mcompetency or faults 
ot temper, or like the Tones of the Ee\olution acknowledg- 
ing the wrongs of the c lomes and the justice of their claims, 
yet ahandonmg then cause and hctiiymg tl en to then- oppress- 
ors Fault findmg ■with mca'^uies ot pi gross is always an 
easy as it is in ignohle task Mon hi\ u tound it easy to point 
out faults in ibe methods of originating and carrjing out all 
good causes. The leformmg prophets were too lash and rad- 
ical; Christ WIS t -> ic^ardle s ct tht, f tibbsbed order of 
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religion ; Ludier impaired the pablic confidence in the eonsfi- 
fatcd ecclesiastical authorities : tJie founders of mi-isiuna were 
entliusiasts ; tlie apostles of temperance were fanatics. Is it 
strange, then, tliat the advocates of revision are chai'ged with 
a gi-ievous haJluciiiation ? "We hope oui- five clergymen may- 
yet see that they have stooped to a low calling, in devoting 
tlieraselves to tiie mere depreciation of needed i-eform and 
hlocking the wheels of progress. 

In reference to the pamphlet called the Maciay documentf 
we present the following notice hy the officers of the Bible 
Union ; and we make this additional remai'k, tliat as long as 
the real author of that pamplet, the di^nissed reviser, was 
able to di-aw his salary from the Bible Union, he was silent 
upon all the matters on which he is now expending, under the 
name of A. Maciay, hifi vengeful malice. He never awakened 
to "duty" until lie was cut off from the treasury of the Bible 
Union. His pen is ti-aceable, in what is called Dr. Maclay's 
pamplilet, from the beginning to the end of the work. There 
is not a man any where, who has knoivn the condition of Dr. 
IMaclay's mind for the past three ycai's, who docs not know 
his incapacity to write. 

We present the appeal of the officei-s of the Bible Union, 
and ask for it an honest reading. 

AMKRICAN BIBLE UNION CONCKIINING DR. MACLAY'S PAMPIILEi'. 

American Bible Union Eooms, f 
No. 350 Bi-oome st., New York, July 18, 1856. J 
To (ha Edit&p of tlie Hfew York DaUy Times : 

Sir ! We perceive by your issue of the 18th insl., that you 
quote statements from a production purporting to be written 
by Rev. A, Maciay, D.D., giving his reasons for resigning the 
Presidency of the American Bible Union. "We luve been 
informed from other sources that Bach a document was in ex- 
istence, and have seen what professes to be a copy in a news- 
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paper ; and we have addressed tliQ most respectful letters to 
Dr. Maclay and other persons, soliciting a copy for the use of 
the Union. As yet, however, we have' been unsuccessful, and 
can but conclude that there are good reasons why it should be 
circulated so secretly, and withheld so cai-efully from the 
Board of the Society, whose principles, plans, and officers it 
attaclts. 

When Dr. Maclay sent in his resignation, it was unaccom- 
panied by any reason wJiatever. Nor has he, at any time 
since he became President, uttered a word before the Board 
expressive of his dissatisfaction with it. He has never sub- 
mitted a suggestion to the Board, personally or in writing, for 
any change in its operations, as he was in duty bound to do 
if he tliought a change necessary, although he was importuned 
privately to do so. In a committee appointed by tho Board in 
January last, at Br. Maclay's suggestion, "to inquire into the 
present condition and practical workings of our enterprise," of 
wliich committee Dr. Maclay was a mcmbei', he stated some of 
his grievances. But because the committee did not adopt 
his suggestions, he thi-eafened to resign as President, and to 
publish his reasons to the world, which, he said, " would ruin 
the Union," and actually refused to attend any more meetings 
of the committee or the Board, and did so resign long before 
the committee reported. 

We have good reason to believe that Dr. Maclay is not the 
real author of this pamphlet, but that it was written by a 
gentleman who has recently been dismissed from the service 
of the Bible Union for the vciy best of reasons, and who, we 
understand, liaa another publication against the Union in the 
press. We owe it to the public, in .this connection, to say, 
that we have abundant evidence for disproving every material 
ition which the published document contains, in the form 
s reached us. In due time the Board and officers of the 
Union ■will ask a hearing. They have nothing to suppress ; 
they have no information to withhold from the public eye; 
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and, above all, they feel conseions they have nothing to fear 
from a thorough investigation of their doings. Measures have 
already been taken not only to invite, but to demand, such an 
investigation. 

The document signed by Dr. Maelay attacks all the pi-oee- 
dure of the Bible Union under the administration of his im- 
mortal predecessor, Dr. Cone, as well as under liis ovm. And 
as the Board lias in no case deviated &om the policy estab- 
lished by Dr. Cone — a policy which the Union itself lias unan- 
imously approved from year to year — we shall await the final 
decision of the same body ivith the utmost confidence. 

At the same time, we now invoke the scrutmy of all who 
are interested in the cause of truth and the welfare of the 
Bible Union. We tlierefore ini'ite aU such person'! to call at 
the rooms of the Society, No. 350 Broome street, and examine 
©ur affairs personally, and we pj-omisc than eveiy facility wc 
possess for such an examination. Especially do we request the 
i-epresentatives of the secular press to take advantage of this 
invitation. You, gentlemen, have always acted most honor- 
ably toward the Bible Union, and we believe that you still 
desire to treat it in the same manner. For tliis reason, we 
solicit you personally to make yourselves acquainted with our 
plans and modes of procedure at your leisure, wilh the liberty 
of stating frankly your finding=i to the pitblie. 
Eespectfully yours, 

Thomas Armitage, President, 

Wm. H. Wyckoff, Cor. Sec. 

E. S. Whitney, liec. Sec. 

E. Parmlt, Treasurer. 

C. A. BucKBEE, Asst. Treasurer. 

Sylvester Pier, Auditor. 

We regret that we have to close our book without such a 
rejoinder as we hoped to obtain from the five clci'gymen. But 
as we sliall continue to call the attention of the public to tlie 
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sutject of Bible revision, may ive not indulge the hope that 
our clerical friends will hereafter undertake that rejoinder? 
They may rest assured, however, that whatever may be their 
course, we shall hereafter honor them with an abundance of 
just such biblical matters as we gave them in the Courier of 
the 19th inat,, and in the Journal of the 21at inst. ; and if 
they can stand such expositions, we can patiently make them. 
They timorously plead for a finale x b-it let them remember 
tliat they came into this matter of their own accord ; that tbey 
undertook to meddle with what does not concern them, and 
they must meet the consequences. And now that they are 
standing before the community aa the peddlers of the paltry 
slanders of a dismissed reviser of the Bible Union, it is too 
late for them to cry " enoi^h." They will regiet the hour 
they made use of the miserable calumniea which Dr. Maclaj" 
has been made to father. "We shall soon be at liberty to ex- 
pose this whole business. 

In the meantime we pray tlie public to bear in mind, tha/ 
up to the 22d inst., the date of our last advices from the eitj 
of New York, not one fi-iend of tlie Biblo Union had been able 
to obtain even a sight of the Maclay pamphlet, and up to the' 
present date no friend of the Revision Association has seen 
one. It is scattered freely among the enemies of those two 
bodies ; but the most perfect safeguards are tlaown around it 
to prevent it from reaching the friends of revision. 

Such conduct betrays unmistakably the animus of the par- 
ties engaged in tliis work. It is conclusive that Dr. Maclay 
is not under his own management, for even in iiis weakness he 
is incapable of such unfair, unjust, and unprovoked conduct. 
For our knowledge of the contents of the pamphlet, we are 
indebted to what purports to be a copy of it, published in a 
violent anti-revision paper in Philadelphia, 

James Edmunds. 
T. S. Bell. 
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NUMBER XV. 

THE BIBLE UNIOS.-— THE FOUR CLERGYMEN. — THE MACLAV 
PAMPHLET, 

No teal ii-iend of Bible lievisioii or of the Bilile Union 
can do otlienviac tlian rejoice that, if any thing of tlie kind 
had to be done. Dr. Maclay has been placed before the public 
as an accuser of his brethren. The Bible Union courts now a 
full exposition of all that I>r. Maclay and Dr. Judd can say 
to its prejudice. They have occupied positions that ahouid 
have opened all the affairs of the Bible Union to their inspec- 
tion, and we know that even their profoundest malice can utter 
no truth that will in any degree implicate tlie Bible Union in 
wrong, except in one case, wbiuh implicates Dr. Judd very 
deeply, to which we shall attend in due time. The Bible 
Union is in the hands of men wIto fear no scrutiny tliat may 
be exercised upon their acts. We do not rejoice in iniquity; 
but since it has come, we rejoice that it assumed the shape 
over which a bigoted sectarianism is now rejoicing. That sec- 
tarianism is more delighted when righteousness, punty, and 
truth are Idclted about through the public press, than when 
sinners turn from the errors of their way. Tlie Bible Union 
is made up of men of unblemished charactei-, men who fulfill 
all Christian duties in every department of public and private 
life, who live as ever in the Great Taskmaster's eye, against 
whom no sentiment of any kind, except that of sectarianism, 
ever bi-cathed a woid of scandal. We express but the ^■oice 
of all who know them, when we say that this continent holds 
no men of purei', holier, or of more upright characters, tlian 
the otBcGis of the American Bible Union. Yet upon the mei-e 
accu&ation of sui;Ii men, pni-porting to be made liy old F.ilJif , 
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A. Maclay, now eighty years of age, sectarianism is pvrpaied, 
not only to stop the greatest enterprise of tlie age, but to blast 
the characters of mimbers of men, each one of whom haa as 
mucli reputation for piety or goodness as Br. Maclay, no mat- 
ter- lioiv great liis may be. Surely lives of piety, of recognized 
public virtue, of untarnished integiity, should always, among 
people taught of God's Holy Spirit, be a shield against the 
barbs of unproven charges. But the religion of men who claim 
to be teachers of Christianity did not restrain them from the 
inexcusable conduct of seizing upon mere accusations, xmsns- 
tained as they wei-e by a particle of testimony, any more tlian 
a politician might hare been restrained from seizing and using 
any tiling tliat he thought would injure an opponent. It js a 
frightful commentary on the sectaiianism of this age, tliat in 
the nineteenth centuiy of Christianity, foor of its professed 
teachers made such a display as the four clergymen did in the 
newspaper's of this city last week. Among the mere moralists 
of the world it is considered exceedingly unjust and unfair to 
use unsupported charges against any one, until the person' 
criminated has an opportunity of answering; but to use 
charges of this character in tlio presence of a full denial, 
made by a committee of as upright, lioly, and pious men 
as can be found in this or any other country, and liy the 
Board of the Revision Association in this city, without mak- 
ing the least allusion to the fact that the charges were de- 
nied, is pronounced by all moralists — Christians and inlidels, 
a species of conduct for which neither- Clmstianity nor morals 
lumishes support or excuse. Yet this conduct was exhibited 
by the four clergymen. On Wednesday, the 22d inst., the 
undersigned published an extract from the r-eport of the com- 
mittee of the Bible Union (each one of whom is at least the 
equal of either of the four clergymen), appointed at Dr. Maclay's 
instance, to examine the veiy charges afterwards uttered to the 
world under the cloitk of Dr. Maclay's name. This report was 
signed by seven as respectable gentlemen as can be found 



,y Google 



186 FIDELITY TO GOD IN THE 

aiiy where, and tliat report utterly contradicted the statements 
purporting to be made by I)r. Maclay. In addition to this, 
we announced t!iat the Board of the Bible Revision Association 
liad also investigated this whole subject, and were unanimous 
in the conclusion that there was no foundation for the chai^ges 
nor any apology for an attack upon the Bible Union. But in 
this state of things, in which every man's conscience, if not 
asleep, would say, proof of the cliarges was imperatively de- 
manded, the four clergymen, on the Friday succeeding our denial 
on Wednesday, used the accusations as though they were es- 
tablished facts, and uttered no hint that the criminated party 
denied the cliarges. There was as much fairness and justice 
at the tribunal of Pontius Pilate. Is this a clerical specimen 
of "that love which thmketh no evil," which Christianity was 
designed to impart Is this the "love wluch rejoiceth not in 
iniquity," without which, an Apostle affirms, he became as 
sounding brass or a tinkling cymbal? The royal Psalmist of 
Israel asks; "Loi-d who shall abide in thy tabernacle, who 
shall dwell in tliy holy hill?" Among the charactei-s who 
are thus to abide and dwell, are those " who backbiteth not 
with their tongues, }ior doeth evil to their neighbors, nor tah- 
eih up a reproach against their neighbors." We know not 
what the easuistiy of others may teach them, but mth the 
reflected light of the New Covenant before our minds, we 
know that we would not have been guilty of such conduct as 
that of which we speak, for tlie wealth of the universe. 

We do not hold Father Maclay in any way responsible for 
the pamphlet issued in his name, for in his unfortunate weak- 
ness he is not accountable for any thing he does. We all feit 
how weak he was when he was made president of the Bible 
Union , he feit it, and so expressed himself. But we knew Ids 
goodness of heart, and never dreamed that any sinister influ- 
ence would attempt to turn him aside from the few paths of 
duty in which he seemed to be able still to walk. We do not 
call in question the goodness of Father Maclay, but we more 
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tlnn queotion the j,oodnes3 ot lu'j statements. And we feel 
(onfident that it is to the influence of Dr. Omn B. JadA, a 
ihamissed revisei fiom the Bible Union rooms, we are mainly, 
if not wholly, indebted foi the mendacious pampldet issued 
under the name of Di Maclii There is in tlie pamphlet 
ibelf 1 deep undercurrent of malignity tliat swi-passes all the 
Oidm^irj torms of Imman malioe, to say nothing of tlie ncfa- 
nous management of the pamphlet That Dr. Judil, after 
being dismissel fiom the conhdcnce, the service, and treasury 
of tlie Bible Union, should have attempted to use this infirm 
old man, borne down ivith the weight of nearly eighty years, 
oould liave excited no great degree of surprise: but that he 
should have degraded him, through a weakened memory that 
was scarcely conscious of what it was doing, into a derogatory 
iind most instilling attack upon bis own son, and thus, in ad- 
dition to Dr. Judd's other mischief^ carry distress and affliction 
into the old man's domestic cireles, was a stretch of malice 
that is scai-cely human. And as a fitting prelude to our por- 
toit of Dr. Judd and of tlie Maclay pamphlet, we begin 
with this very case. Among the pamphlet diarges which Dr. 
Maclay was made to father, is the foUowmg sti-ing of inven- 

"A portion of the New York Chronicle, secured by an 
annual appropriation of one thousand dollars, for the publiea- 
iion of revision matter, was found to be practically under tlie 
absolute control of the Secretaiy, and to be used according to 
his pleasure. I do not object to the appropriation made by 
the Board; but I think the object of the apprapi-iation has 
heen perverted, to invest the Secretary with power which no 
such officer should possess." 

Dr. Maelay's son is the editor of the Bible Wmon depart- 
ment of the New York Chronicle, and these derogatory eharges, 
levelled no matter at whom, fell on Ins head. Dr. Church, the 
editor and proprietor of the New York Chronicle, tlius disposes 
of the string of unprovoked slanders wc have quoted : 
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"Now tlie truth ia — 

" 1. The Board never engaged to give us a llioiisand dollars 
a-year. 

"2. Of tlie amount which it did agree to pay us, for every 
four dollars which come to ua, Jive go to I>r. Maclay's son in 
payment of services for the Bihie Union. 

" 3. The space in our paper occupied by the BiHe Union 
matter, and the copies which we furnish weekly to that organ- 
ization, bring OS about one-half the amount which we obtain 
foi' the same amount of space and of papers from other sources. 
We work for tlie Bible Union at half the rate of our ordinary 
prices, and are quite sure that if all its concerns are managed 
as cheaply, it is one of the most economical organizations in 
the world, 

" 4. The right to exclude whatevei' we please from the Bible 
Union department of our paper, has been iiom the first conce- 
ded to us by conti'act, and if it has been "under the absolute 
control of tlie Secretary," it has been so by no fault of ours, 
and by no defect ui the terms of the agreement. We have not 
gone behind the curtain to pry into the manner in which tlie 
Bible Union editor does liis duty, but have left liim at liberty 
to pursue his own course, the same as we do tliose who adver- 
tise with us in getting up the form of their advertisements, 
reserving to ourselves the right to exclude whatever we consi- 
der not in keeping with the design of our paper. 

"We were the more surprised at this part of Dr. Maclay's 
document, inasmuch as it relates to his own son, who had every 
means of con-ecting its mistakes. If his son has been "under 
the absolute control of the Secretary," it belonged to him and 
not to us to throw off that control, and to act independently. 
It he has not done so, why should the New York Chronicle bo 
cliai-ged with a subserviency inconsistent with its identity and 
its dignity?" 

Here then we find there is not the shadow of trutli in th(! 
Btafements put forth in this pamphlet for TJr. Jlaelay m this 
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matter, and he is made to state these inventions as serioualy 
as any of the otliers, and without any provocation he is made to 
assail a son for whom he feels an honest pride. lie was not 
only made thns to assail his own son, but to withhold even 
from him a copy of the pamphlet containing the assault. On 
the 26th of July, after that publication had been in the hands 
of the enemies of the Bible Union for tluroe weeks, there was, 
under the editorial head of that portion of the Chronicle con- 
fided to the care of Maclay's son, an advertisement for a eopy 
of the pamphlet. The wickedness that has, thus fai-, withheld 
this document from every friend of Itevision, while scattering 
it freely, with specific injunctions, among the enemies of the 
cause, is palpable to every honest heart. No Christian mind 
can approve or sustahi such conduct. Are not the four clergy- 
men beginning to feel proud of their new compeer in the war 
against a pure version of the Word of God? Is not this com- 
peer a beautiful specimen for tlieir endoi-sement? Do they not 
feel esalted in the honor they enjoyed last week, and shall enjoy 
in our book, in leading forth such a character and in introducing 
such a being to the people of Kentucky, as worthy of the clergy's 
praise and of the people's love? We congratulate the im- 
mortal four on their discriminating moralities and proprieties. 
What vast and unnumbered crimes lie at the door of sectari- 
anism the enemy alike of God and manl 

We have said that the Eevision Association investigated 
the case of Drs. Maciay and Judd. It is due to truth to add 
that the investigation was commenced with decided leaninga 
toward Drs. Maelay and Judd, arising from an impeifeet ac- 
quaintance with their case. The Revision Association, early 
in June, not only took decided grounds against the Bible 
Union, but suspended all appropriations to it, until the Board 
of the Association should be convinced of the propriety of the 
Bible Union in these matters. Dr. Judd was informed of these 
things at the same time that the Bible Union were advised of 
tlicm. The Bible Union promptly met the requirements of the 
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Ke vision Association, and by an array of conclusive lestimony 
. establislied the fact that Dr. Judd was unworthy to be contin- 
ued as a i-eviser. Upon a full liearing of tlie case, tlie Board 
of the Revision Association, numbering among its mcmberfi 
names tliat stand as fair as any in this community, unanimously 
sustained tlie Bible Union in its whole coui'se, and not only 
made the usual monthly appropriation, but will largely increases 
it. And 90 triumphant have the elergy been in their victorious 
support of what their friends requested them to advocate in the 
newspap6i"S, that we have paid for this discussion in the seculai- 
press, and sliail probably double our usual apprapriation to 
the Bible Union for August and September and undoubtedly 
through the fall, appropriating one thousand dollars a-raont!i, 
instead of five linndred, tlie usual sum. Cannot tlie five 
clergymen be induced to carry on another series of their vic- 
tories ? 

And now for tlie pamphleteer — the new compeer of the four 
ciei'gymen. We Iiave already shown the utter falsity of his 
statements respecting the New York Chronicle. We ask at- 
tention to a few other matters. Dr. Judd is now the ^dus 
achates of Dr. Maclay, but he was the reviser whose work first 
aroused the old man's dread of heresy. It was his revision of 
tlie 11th verse of the 3d chapter of Mattliew that stii-red uj) 
the childish apprehensions of Dr. Maclay. The old gentleman 
received it just as he was staiiing for Biiltimore on a collect- 
ing tour, and the supposed heresy so iiaunted him with spectral 
visions that he was unfitted for work. Dr. Judd's revision is 
precisely of the same character as some of the specimens from 
another reviser for whom Dr. Judd has a great dislike, which 
specimens the old gentleman is made to put forward for con- 
demnation in the pamphlet. On these essential facts tJie Ma- 
clay painphlet is silent, thus marking distinctly, it seeins to 
us, the complicity of Dr. -Tiidd loith the pamphlet. We have 
the revision of John and Dr. Judd's revision of Mattlicw be- 
fore us while we wrile. 
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And here let U9 pause to aak the reader to look at the 
pamphleteer's attack upon the revisers, with the clergy's endoree- 
raent, and see how conspicuously the attack proves the fidelity 
and integrity of the Bible Union. The old gentleman is made 
to appear as busying himself about the work of the revisers, 
and about "his faith." The Bible Union was not established 
to revise the Word of God, in accordance with Dr. Maclay'a 
faith, but by the laws of philology. No one has any control 
over the revisers, and Dr. Maclay is the first officer of the 
Bible Union who has ever attempted to usurp any control over 
that body. It is a glorious fact for the Bible Union that the 
first attempt to exercise sucli usurped power, though made by 
the President, was promptly spumed. Neither the President of 
the Bible Union nor any othei- functionary can interfere with 
that fribnnal of scholars, which the Bible Union, from tiie first, 
made independent of any dictation. If Dr. Maclay or any 
other man loves hia prejudices and opinions better tlian the 
laws of philology and the demands of truth, the Bible Union 
is no piace for him, for it is founded on truth and is governed 
in revision by the laws of philology. It was a curious crot- 
chet of the old gentleman, that while he regarded one of the 
best scholai-s in the Bible Union as incompetent because he did 
not revise to suit liim, he tliought Dr. Judd altogether com- 
petent to revise the entire New "Testament," although Dr. 
Jadd had made the same hei-etical revision as that made by 
tlie condemned reviser. Alas for Imman infirmity ! IM it not 
be forgotten that Dr. Maclay is made to admit that Ite coukl 
not infitience the sclwlars of the Bible Union to revise accord' 
ing to his wishes. And the poor old gentleman is presented 
in the pitiable plight of prying into the papers of the revisers, 
seizing their immature thoughts, and emblazoning them lo the 
world as the work of the Bible Union, when they were not the 
finished work even of the reviser. There is not one person on 
earth, entitled to the name of gentleman, who could be induced 
to father such a deed as this; but the managers of Dr. Maclay 
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do not hesitate to present him in this degraded position. It ig 
most shameftii. In the presence of such admissions from an 
enemy of the Bible Union as we have quoted, wliat becomes 
of the chaise tliat that body is making a sectarian Bible? 
Even the mouths of its enemies ai-e made to speaJi its praise 
and bear testimony to its integrity and faitiifulness. 

The entire work of revision is entrusted to scholars, and not 
to the officers of the society. As soon as Dr. Maclay was 
elected president he betrayed his utter unfitness for the station 
by undertaking to disturb this vital element of the Bible Union. 
Sectarianism is greatly elated just now because Dr. Maclay is 
antagonistic to the Bible Union, although his antagonism re- 
Bults mainly from the fact that he could not influence or coerce 
the revisers. But how would the four ciergynien rejoice if 
they had been told that the revision tribunal was not an inde- 
pendent body, but was under the iniluence and control of the 
president of the Bible Union' We rejoice that Dr. Maclay 
ia made to admit that he could not have Ids own way in this 
matter, and on that ground we regard his present enmity as a 
boon. He sti-engtbens the reputation of the Bible Union. 
Bnt not content with direct interference with the revisei-s, he 
called upon a gentleman in Baltimore, of whose scliolarship he 
has a most fantastic idea, and requested him to draw up his 
views upon the Greek article for the guidance of the revisers ' 
Let the i-eader imagine, if he can, a greatei- insult to sucli 
scholars as Dr. John Lillie, to whose pre-eminent scholarsliip 
the highest authoritii^ among the Pedobaptisfs bear willing 
testimony. Dr. Philip Schaff, Di-. Conant, and such men, each 
one of whom eouid teach the supernumerary instructor more 
than he ever knew of Grceli. But the old gentleman obtained 
this wonderful disquisition upon the Greek article, and gravely 
placed it before the revisers. Upon this point we may here- 
after be compelled to espose Dr, Judd, over his own hand, but 
wc leave it now as a specimen of the readhiesss of Dr. Maclay 
to violate and outrage the fundamental principles of the Bible 
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Union, and because he could not thus sectarianise the revision 
tribunal, he qnit his attendance upon the meetings of the Board. 
Wlien he discovered that his pet reviser was in trouble on 
account of unfaithfulness to hia contract, Dr. Maclay resigned 
his presidency, and, witJi the assistance of that dismissed 
reviser, proceeded to put his threat in execution, by making a 
publication whicli he hoped would ruin the Bible Union. There 
never was a time when he could draw the bow of Ulysses, and 
his infii-mities of mind, body, and temper now place it beyond 
his reach. The Bible Union has enough holiness, integrity, 
and fidelity in eveiy duty to God and man, to stand without 
injury a great many such blawts as Dr. Judd blows upon Dr. 
Itlaclay's slogan. 

That Dr. J"udd is tbc cbitf machinator of all this war upon 
the Bible Union is abundantly evident to any one acquainted 
with him, and in him the whole animus is for revengeful pur- 
poses. The peculiarities of the style of the Maclay document 
ai'e Dr. Judd's, and belong to no one else known to ua ; the 
reckless statement of assumed facts, tlie insinuation of a false 
statement that cannot be safely stated openly, and the identity 
ol mistakes in the Maclay document and in Dr. Judd's speeches 
before the Bible Union, point to him indubitably as the 
author. 

We had written thus far when we received the I'esponse ot 
the officers of the Bible Union to the Ma«lay document. We 
shall partially avail ourselves of its deveiopments, in addition 
to our own matter. 

In October, 1855, Dr. Judd was i-emoved from the Com- 
mittee on Yei-sioM, that committee on wMeh is expended so 
much venom m the Maclay pamphlet. He was appointed be- 
fore he became a reviser, and he never felt delicacy enough to 
resign after- he was appointed upon that tribunal. The othei' 
members of the committee felt themselves hampered by the 
presence of a reviser, and complained of it. There was no 
reason why, of aU otha' revisers, be a!one should be on the 
13 
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Committee on Versions. From the moment of tliat i-cmova!, 
Dr. Judd became incensed against all who were engaged in 
Ilia dismission from that committee and against all who ap- 
proved it, declaring tliat he would not be put on a level with 
the other revisers. He suddenly seemed to he converted to 
Dr. Maclay's notions on tlie 11th verse of the 3d chapter of 
Matthew, and tlius pleased the old gentleman's vanity. Deacon 
Colgate was induced to present a i-esolution of inquiiy aa to 
the economical working of the Union and on this committee 
were placed Dr. Mat-lay, Dr. Judd, Dr. Jndd's hrothcr-in-law, 
and seven other members of the Bible Union, representative'? 
of all tlie denominations in the Board. From Januaiy down 
to June Dr. Judd kept tins committee examining into every 
conceivable charge he could invent. His tai-get for perpetual 
crimination was the secretary, just as that functionary is the 
target of the pamphlet, and, according to the testimony of all 
otiiei' men who know him, no purer man lives upon the earth. 
Even in the midst of liis schemes to ruin the Eev.W.H.Wyckoff, 
Dr. Judd felt himself compelled in one of his speeches before 
the committee, to bear testimony to the object of liis bitter 
persecution, in the following terms : 

"I do not wish to speak disi-espectfully of the seci-etary. I 
regard brother WyckofF witli feeUnga of great personal kind- 
ness, lie is in my view the very best secretary in this coun- 
try. I know of no one who is better qualified for the position 
which he holds. Tliis is more than I am accustomed to S]ieak 
in commendation of others ; and I only do so now, to meet the 
suggestions that Jiave gone abroad, that I am personally hostile 
to the secretary. My estimate of his personal worth, talents, 
and abihty is equal to that of any of tlie hretlu'en here pres- 
ent." 

Old Father Maclay is made to say that the venerable Deacon 
Colgate sympathised in his views of the condition of the Bible 
Union, when he offei'cd the resolution for the creation of the 
committee of inquiiy. But mark the difference between tlie 
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two men; tlie iiupiiy satisfied Leacon Colgate of tlie folly (tf 
the whole business, and his name appeal's to the report of the 
committee, which pronounced judgment against each and every 
chai'ge made by Drs. Judd and Maclay. 

Almost tlie entire mass of the stuff concocted into a pamphlet 
for Dr. Maclays signature was delivered in speeches made hy 
Dr. Judd before the committee of inquiry. His speeches oc- 
cupied twenty-seven hours of the time of tlie committee, and 
no public body in this countiy ever had a more respectable or- 
ganization for inquiry, Those who love honesty bettei- than 
groundless denunciations, may feci gratified in seeing the 
truths which defeated Dr. Judd before this respectable com- 
mittee. We p-esent a few specimens of the charges which 
Dr. Judd made before the committee, and with which Dr. JVIa- 
clay's pamphlet is embellished. We present them with their 
'refutation : 

ALLEGATIONS AGAINST OFFICERS OF THE UNION. 

"1. Tliat the secretary published the Monthly Eeporter 
witliout authority. 

The authority of tlic Board and the special authority of the 
Union in the case were proved irom the docimients. 

2. That the secretary and assistant treasurer published tlie 
Quartei-ly without authority. 

The authority both of the Board and Union was proved from 
tlic documents. 

3. That the Monthly was a heavy pecuniary loss to the 
Union, amonnting to himdreds of dollars every month. 

It was proved by the written testimony of the printers, the 
binder, the pureliaser of paper, the mailer, the assistant treas- 
urer who keeps the accounts, and the statements of the accounts 
drawn from the books, that, aside from the stei-eoiype plates 
of revision which had to be made for other purposes, the pub- 
lication after deducting all expenses yields us a monthly profit 
while it is doing immense good. 
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4. That 1500 copies of the Monthly were- sent each month 
to the Bible Revision Association, and no compeosation ivas 
received foe tliem. 

It was proved that tliey were unifonnly paid for in casli, 

5. Thai certificates were given to the Bible Revision Asso- 
ciation for life membei-sliip without payment or money. 

It was proved that in eaeli case the money for this purpose- 
was hrst received hy our treasui'er. 

6. That the officers freely advertised the Monthly Reporter 
in the New York Tribune, the Times, and other papa-s with- 
out authority. 

The economy of such advertising was clearly shown, and the 
authority for it proved fi-om rcsolutions of the Board. 

7. That the Secretary had m December, 1854, interfered to 
prevent the payment of certain moneys to Dr. Judd. 

It was admitted tliat Dr. Cone, and the Secretary, advised 
that no money he paid to Dr. Judd without the presentation 
of his bills for the sei-vices rendered. 

8. That the plates of Job, besides those used in the Month- 
ly, cost the Union " thousands upon thousands of dollars." 

Their whole cost when completed was proved from the bills 
to he $294 12. 

9. That these Jiad been made without authority. 

It -was proved to have been the joint act of the oiBcers during 
Dr. Cone's life (the President, Secretaiy, and Assistant Treas- 
urer), and to have heen in full accordance with the contract 
made by the Board, and a great saving of expense to the Union. 

10. That it was wrong to send the Quarterly to so many 



It was proved that they -were entitled to it as life membei-a- 
or subscribers for life membership, and that its circulation 
among them did great good. 

11. That the Secretary had changed the policy of the Union 
by not allowing every i-cvision to be printed and cireulated 
among scholars. 
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It was proved that the Sea-etaiy liad no power or autliorily 
in the matter. Tliat the Board had established the iiile gov- 
erning the caise, and the Union had approved it unanimously, 
and tliat the Secretaiy had only caiTied out instnictiong as in 
duty bound." 

It can scarcely be necessary for iis to go into a minute 
examination of all the criminations made by the pampldet 
against the Bible Union. A general review of them will be 
sufficient, for upon all legal principles, inasmuch as we have 
positively proved tlie most scandalous fabrications upon the 
author of the pamplilet in relation to the New York Chi-onicle 
and Dr. Maelay's son, and in the specimens ahove, all the rest 
of this testifier's statement may be safely set down as worth- 
less. From that principle there is no chance of retreat. 

The foul- clergymen loomed out upon the honesty of Wm. 
H. Wyckoff in urging Father Maclay to go otit upon a collect- 
ing tour. They fuUy endorsed tlie mendacious pamphlet in 
tliat particular, but knew very little of wliat they were saying. 
The Secretary urged tlie old gentleman to go, simply because 
he had claimed the privilege of doing so in the event of being 
■elected President, and when the Seei-etary was iu:ging him to 
go out upon a collecting tour, Di', JVIaclay was di-awing his 
salary as a collecting agent of the Bible Union. And for this 
discharge of a simple duty, the Secretary is abused by the 
pamphlet, and the abuse is endorsed by the four clergymen, as 
though he were one of the worst of human beings. Sectarian 
members of a chm'ch of God said of Jesus, tlie Christ, that " he 
was a Samaritan and had a devil," and their brother- sectarians 
in Christendom are not behind tliera in their love of traducing 
virtue and merit. What reason had these foiu clergymen for 
calling in question the purity of Wm. H. Wyckoff s character? 
They must answer, none. 

Upon the conduct of the pampleteer in his in&moua re- 
ference to the work of the reviser of John's testimony, it is 
scarcely possible to be too severe. Br. Maelay's learning has 
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iong Leen tn ruins, and liis aitical powers are very feeble, buf 
Dr. Judd had been a i-eviser and a member tif the Committee 
on Versions, and well knew tlte baseness of this conduet in 
jiublishing as Bible Union revisions, specimens which never 
had been received by the Bible Union, which had none of the 
notes of the reviser required by the Bible Union, npon which 
it had not acted in any way, and whieii liad not been publish- 
ed by it. But in order to place the four clergymen and the 
pamphleteer in a proper position before the public, we entreat 
the reader to compare the specimens of revision, republished 
derisively by the four clei'gymen, with the authorized version 
and he will be able to see that in nearly all the specimens the 
ideas conveyed are identical. The four clergymen could not 
tell w Iiat there is objectionable in them if they w^ere to try. 
It they are "shocking" in the revised text, arc they not so in 
the authorized vei'sion ? In some of the passages the grossest 
ftaad IS practiced upon the Eeviser of Jolin, for we have his 
revision before us, printed long before the pamplilet, and he 
has made no such revision of them as Dr. Maelay is made to 
allege. Upon this great outrage, the Bible Union tlius 
speaks : 

" The quotations which are professedly made from the work 
of a reviser, are suffieiently answered by the fact stated by Dr. 
Maulay, that the work has nnt 'been published, and, therefore, 
the Bible Union is in no way responsible for tliem. It may 
be added that they do great injustice to the ixjviser, having 
been taken from a copy which was subsequently revised and 
materially altered. 

" But the pT&priety, the magnaimnity, the justice of taking 
extracts from tlie work of a reviser witliout his permission and 
publishmg them to t]ie world to condemn him before he has 
been heard, no man of principle will attempt to sustain. 

"To go behind the Bible Union and select obnoxious pas- 
sages from its unpublished revisions, and to make these public 
for the purpose of injuring Ita reputation — to go between the 
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reviser and his work, and before it has received hia GonectionS 
80 as to be i-eady for the public eye, to rudely sepai-ate his in- 
cipient and undecided changes from, the reasons hy which, 
aecording to Hie rules of the Union, he xootdd aceonvpanij 
them, and thus to endeavor to prejudice the public mind, in 
advance, against all the publications of the Union, is a courao 
of proceeding tliat can not be justified on any pretense. No one 
has ever before attempted such liberties ivith a reviser of the 
Bible Union, and, for the sake of Chriatian propriety and 
gentlemanly courtesy, ive hope and pray that it may never be 



"The tingeneTOus imputation — 'these are by no means the 
most objectionable renderings,' might readily be disposed of 
by arguments. But we think it proper to say, in addition, 
that the whole spirit of the pamphlet is so obviously hostile to 
the Bible Union, that if any tiling worse co^ild have been dis- 
covered, it no doubt would have been published." 

The old gentleman is made to S'lv al'io "Li this and other 
books are some ['objectionalle rendeimgs'] which I would 
not disclose to the public ej e TJiat looks like Dr. Judd all 
over. The pamphleteer know« that theie is not a shade even 
ol truth in this insinuated fil^ehoo3 but he desires the public 
to see what he cannot show. Dr. Judd himself could see noth- 
ing of the kind himself uutit he was degraded from a position 
he was unworthy to hold among the revisers of the Bible Union; 
Neither Dr Judd nor any one else can show one rendering; 
accepted hy the Bible Union that is unfit for the public eye. 

The four clergymen endorse the following; *'I found that, in 
addition to the shocking translations already refeiTed to, the 
misguided hand of the reviser had been rashly laid upon the 
original text^ Now what is the original text? Where is it? 
Who has seen it ? We proved in the presence of the four clergy- 
men the grossest corruption in the Greek textue receptus, and 
the four clei^ymcn did not dare to call in question any one 
statement tliat we made. They were utterly unable to meet 
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any one point. And we now say, fearless of confutation, that 
tlie condition of the Greek textus receptus is as disgraceful to 
tim scholarship of this age, as the state of the English version 
ia to the hiblical scisnce of the times ; and in the vast number 
of ' ' shocking translations " we have summoned from that, in its 
gross absm-dities and glaring contradictions, the four clergymen 
have not been able to find a single place on which to viaM a de- 
fetise. If they will now undertake to defend either the received 
Greels text or the anthorized version against the palpable proofs 
we have brought against both, we will keep oui- book open 
one week longer for them. This might enable them to enlighten 
the public mind and improve the public heait, much moi^e than 
their scandalous attacks upon the characters of the officers of 
the Bible Union, who possess as good a reputation as they do, 
as good as we admit that is. We can produce more than iive 
hundred passages &om the authorized version, not one of which 
can be defended in any way by the four clei^ymen. When 
ih^j can meet this, charge they may then begin to talk about 
"the shocking translations" of the Bible Union, which tlicy 
do not even pretend they have seen! Now, gentlemen, if you 
desire space in our book, that you can hll witli honor to yom-- 
selves and profit to yoiu- readers, take up this proposition. 
But look at these facts : the pamphleteer makes l>r. Maclay 
say that the revisers are incompetent. When Protestants 
tight Itoman Catholics they call this Jesuitism, and it certainly 
contains all the elements of that species of wiclcedness. The 
old man is made to- say, that he could no longer assure the 
people that the Bible Union had competent scholars in its 
employment. Now, if this is true,, the old man and his tViend 
Dr. Jndd have been bearing false testimony for years., Only 
two years since, Dr. Judd assured the meeting of tlie Revision 
Association at Nashville, of the fnllness and competency of the 
tribunal of revision, as may be seen in a subsequent part of 
this article. The incompetency never was discovered until 
Dr. Judd was dismissed. Since Dr. Judd made tliat Kcport 
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to the Nashville meeting in 1854 there has been but little 
change made in the Board of revisers, save the addition of a 
few names, the competency of which even Di\ Judd would not 
have the face to challenge. If the Bible Union has not com- 
petent scholars, it is because tlie highest authorities among the 
Presbyterians and Episcopaiians deceived us in the testimony 
which they gave us in behalf of those scholai-s we employed 
in their ranks. The Bible Union has published a number of 
important spechiiens of i-evisions, such as the minor Epistles, 
the Book of Revelations, the two Letters to the Theasalonians, 
and the Book of Job. Upon these the best scholars in Europe 
and America have spoken in terms of the higJiest admiration. 
Presbyterians, Methodists, and Episcopalians have alike borne 
testimony to the excellence of emery revision published by the 
Bihle Union. Whei-e is the justice or decency in assailing 
what tlie Bible Union has not yet accepted or published ? And 
what fairness is there in insinuating incompetency, when Dr. 
Judd could i-efer to no reviser by name, in the employment of 
the Bible Union, that could not stand every test of scholarship 
that he can, and the pamphlet makes Dr. Maclay raise him to 
the highest pinnacle? It is disgraceful that men can descend 
to such depths of wrong as these. Tf the Jiihle UnimCs 
Board of Revisers are incompetent, it -Is because neither Ettrope 
nor America am furnish Cffm/petent men. The world asci-ibes 
to some of the men in that tribunal the first rank in scholarship, 
and no man can successfully challenge that fact. As the foul* 
clergymen endorsed Dr. Judd, they are of course noiv prepared 
to settle. Their bill has gone to protest and they must now 
settle their draft or lose credit. 

The four clergymen quoted the paltry remarks of the pam- 
phlet about the salary gf Dr. Conant, We rejoice that we 
belong to a society that honors scholarship with liberal remu- 
neration ; and if Dr. Conant were receiving five times the 
amount he receives from the Bible Union, it would be no moi-c 
rhan lie descrv(is. Dr. Hack/ thought thus of Dr. Conant 
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until lie was houncleil on after tliat great Imiiiiisiry of learning. 
On tlic 7th of Slarch, 1856, Dr. Maxjlay, while Prcaident of 
the Bible Union, wi-ote to Dr. Conant tliat hia desire was "to 
increase his salary to i^SOOO per annum, and to pay any as- 
sistant he might choose, provided Dr. Maclay's plan of revi- 
sion could be can-ied oat," iVnd, reader, what do you think 
that plan was? — To dismiss all the scholars employed by the 
Bible Union, and employ Dr. Judd and an assistant to revise 
the New Testament! When the reader comes to learn that 
Dr. Judd's revision of three cliapters of Matthew's Gospel 
has cost him nearly three years' labor, and that he is the only 
one upon whom any one can say tlie money of the Bible Union 
has been wasted, the richness of Dr. Maclay's ideas of revision 
will be palpable. 

But the avennent which the pamplilet makes for Dr. Maclay 
about Dr. Oonant's salary, is falsely stated. His salary is 
$1500, and §500 additional are allowed him for an amanuen- 
sis. Dr. Conant employs his wife ui that capacity. Slie is 
the author of the finest history of early translations of the 
Englisli Bible tliat has ever been written. Siie is also the 
translator of several of Neander's works, and reads and writes 
eight or ten languages, including the oriental biblical tongues. 
Under what other circumstances could the Bible Union enjoy 
the use of such learning and ability for the palti-y sum of 
$2000? The cheeks of the pamphleteer and of the four cler- 
gymen should tingle whenever they think of their complicity 
in the wrong done to Dr. Conant. 

We aliall not dwell on Dr. Maclay's course in failing to ex- 
ercise his influence in con-ecthig the evils which he imagined 
in the Bible Union, nor upon t)ie demonstrative proofs of Dr. 
Judd's authorship of his pamphlet, farther than to say, that 
although Dr. Maclay has been made to say that whatever his 
name is signed to is his own, yet, as we know tliat Dr. Judd 
has often written articles which appeared before the public as 
Dr. Maclay's, and also l(.nm.o that the late John L. Waiicr 
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wrote articles which appeared in publication witli A. Maclay's 
name appended to them, we understand the full merit of the 
claim that what he signs his name to is liis own. Among tlic 
reasons for Dr. Maclay's resignation, the pamphlet makes 






Dr. Judd's dismission from the Board of r 



The resignation was written on the 13th of May, and Dr. 
.Tudd's dismission took place on tlie 1st of June. 

On the subject of the forty revisa-s. Dr. Maclay is made to 
say that he found there were only twenty-three or foar. Yet 
lie published in Great Britain tlie following: "Distinguished 
scholar.? are employed by the American Bible Union in the 
revision of the common vereion. Written conti-acts have been 
made with more than twenty scholars; and many of these, in 
compliance with the stipulations, liave made engagements with 
others to work with them ; so tliat the number of scliolars ac- 
tually engaged in the service of the Union does not vary far 
from forty." Alas for tlip old man's memoiy! And Dr. 
.Tudd, the author of this attack upon the Bible Union, as 
chairman in a committee in a Revision Association meeting at 
Nashville, April '7th, 1854, i-eported: " Some forty or fifty 
Hcholai-s, connected with several evangelical denominations, 
have been employed in this country and in Europe, either 
wholly or in part." Dr. Judd was a member of the Commit- 
tee on Versions when he made tliis report; and he must liavc 
then borne false testimony, or he is doing it now, if, as we 
have abundant reason for thinking, he prepared this charge for 
Dr. Maclay, and he can take his choice of the two horns of 
the dilemma. Out of his own mouth we convict him of at- 
tempting to desti'oy the Bible Union by the most flagitious 
conduct; and the four clergymen endorse the work! 

The pamphlet makes Dr. Maclay mourn over the change in 
the Committee on Versions; and yet the only mournful change 
was the removal of Dr. Judd from it — one of the most right- 
eous of the acts of the Bible Union. 

The general plan of the Bible Union has commanded the con- 
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fidence of the myriads of ftiends of revision. It was projected 
by Dr. Cone, and deserves tlie admiration of eveiy Iionest 
mind. Soon after Dr. Maclay's election, it was discovered 
that he had an intense dislike for the memoiy of Dr. Cone ; 
and Ilia friend Dr. Judd advised that the name should not be 
mentioned in his presence. This envious dislike of Dr. Cone 
is the reason for the old gentleman's desire to i-evolutionize tlie 
Bible Union, wliich lie hoped to accomplish when he steppeil 
into Dr. Cone's place; and when he found that he could not 
do that, he hoped to blow it into ruins. 

The attacks made by the pamphlet on the Committee on 
Ycrsiong liave already been accounted for. That committee 
lus no such powers, claims no sucli privileges, and can exercise 
no such authority, aa tlie pamphlet falsely alleges it claims. 
One answer to all tJie allegations about the committee is suf- 
ficient ; WAt'ls Br. Judd was permitted to be on U, Tie never 
tittered a complaint against it ; its horrible character revealed 
itself only after Dr. Judd's removal from it. It deseiTes and 
should command the confidence of all friends of a. pure version 
of the Holy Oracles. The one-man power ascribed to W. H. 
Wyckoff is a fabrication arising from Dr. Judd's intense 
tlislike for tliat honest, iaitliful, and meritorious officer. 

On the financial matters of the Bible Union, the following 
facts are a sufficient answer to the Maclay pamphlet. 

" In respect to tlie financial department of the Union, the 
following facts will entirely remove the injurious impression 
sought to be. made by tlie pamphlet : 

"1. The CoiTesponding Secretary lias no control ovei- the 
ti^easury. 

" 2. He seldom receives any money, except what comes in 
letters addressed to him j and all such money, with the letters, 
he immediately passes to the Assistant Treasurer, 

" 3. Money can not be taken from the treasury except by 
the Treasurer's check ; and this is never given except upon 
the written warrant of the Assistant Trcasui-er. 
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"4. The warrants are made out in accordance with the acts 
of the Board, which are certified to the Ti-easi\rer by tlie 
minutes of the Board. 

" 5. In no instance has the Corresponding Secretary been 
known to interfere witli the treasury depaitment, or to claim 
or to exercise control over it." 

On account of the length of this communication, we are 
compelled to omit a notice of some matters connected with the 
pamphlet, especially npon the causes of Di-. Judd's dismission 
fi-oni tlie service of the Bible Union ; but we shall supply the 
omissions in the book edition of this article.* The four cler- 
gymen have also endorsed the statements of the Maclay pam- 
phlet which iiilsely allege that the Bible Union has squandered 
the funds entmsted to it. In return for tiiis courtesy, we may, 
in the book edition, look into a little piece of machinery in 
which some of these clergymen officiate as leading spirits ; and 
if they can show as satisfactory documents as the Bible Union, 
they will deserve praise. 

But we turn to the four clergymen for a different item now in 
the accormt between us. You, gentlemen, have attempted to 
aiTCst an entei-pi^ise wliieh enjoys the approbation of Heaven, if 
any tiling on earth does. Tou have never established one fact 
against the Bible Union, nor have you found it possible, as 
scholars, to defend King James's version, nur can any man do 
it. We have shown that it was made from an imperfect and 
corrupted Litni text , that it has many omissions from it of 
thi, thmga of the Holj Spirit and many interpolations of 
matter that the Holy Sj irit ne^ ci dictated. It has numerous 
ontndictinn which the genuine text does not countenance. 
Vnd }0u gentlemen aiP engaged m an effort to palm these 
off upon the community aa the Word of (jod. Your own 
biethien of the British and Foreign Bible Society denounce 
those numberless errors ; and you can not, in the presence of 

* Sec pugo2i)9. 
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ra, nor tefore an intelligent people, make any defense of 
that version. Instead of sucJi a defense 85 would commancf 
the approbation of scholars, win the love of the peopie, and be 
in Tinison with tlie spu-it of Chiist, you devote your time, 
learning, and talents to the abuse, vilUfication, and misrepre- 
sentation of all who are honestly engaged in an effort to 
amend the great sin, the crying evil of the times — the want of 
a pare version of the "Word of God, This may do for tliose 
most miserable paltry things, the parfizan religious presses ; it 
is their vocation ; and nothing good, noble, or magnanimous, 
need be looked for fi.-om them. And now, gentlemen of the 
clergy, look your language full in the face, ponder upon it in 
your hours of repose, think of it in youi' pulpits, medifatR 
upon it in auditing your accounts as stewards, for you liave to 
undergo that auditing. Because Drs. Maclay and Judd have 
accased the Bible Union of mismanagement and the employ- 
ment of incompetent revisei-s, you say: 

*' We thinit the same public will say, as they come to un- 
derstand it all, that such a scheme of tampering with the Word 
of God, and abusing the ci-edulity of His people, richly enti- 
tles itself to derision and contempt." 

Look at your words calmly and soberly. They are the very 
impertinence and insolence of sectarianism directed against the 
aims, purposes, motives, and acts' of thousands of people at 
least equal to you in learning, in piety, in holiness, in all good 
deeds, in all that ennobles humanity and gives dignity to man, 
and in the estimation of ,tho communities in which they dwell. 
And about such people, in the presence of an intelligent, sound,- 
inquiring public sentiment, you dai-ed, in cleiieal arrogance, to 
utter sucli language. 

But if, as you say, mismaiiagement by the overseere of 
revision and incompetency of some of its revisers mark "such 
a scheme of tampering with the Word of God, and abusing 
the credulity of His (f) people, which richly entitles itself to 
derision and contempt," does not yoiir logic show you that yon 
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n,nd your cause are down beyond redemption? It is notorious 
to you, gentlemen, tliat the revisers of King James's version 
were exceedingly incompetent , they made vei'sions of multi- 
tudes of passages of the Holy Oracles which no scholarship can 
tolerate or excuse. You have repeatedly admitied the incom- 
petencij of Eing James's revisers hy achwwledging the defects 
of the version. Some of them were preachers of what you 
denounce as the leading doctrines of Rome. So imicli for the 
revisei'S. 

Bancroft, that abandoned wretch, and King James, were 
the overseers and managers of the revisa-s, and King James 
was the Jirud reviser of tlie authorized version. He is well 
inown aa one of the most profane wretches of his age, "the 
most greedy, blood-thii-sty, and contemptible of all recorded 
kings." He was a combination of the tiger, the leech, and 
the monkey — at once monster and mountebank. But all ideas 
formed of him by those who liave never read Mr. Pitcaim'a 
researches among tlie law records of Scotland, are milk and 
water compared with those developments. We present a few 
examples of the pastimes of this holy^raa^ reviser of the book 
whicli the lour clergymen call the word of God. A Mr, 
Tennant dropped two "pasquils" or notes on a church floor, 
which reflected on his gracious majesty. The sentence of 
this "reviser" was, that Francis Tennant should have Ids 
tongue cut out by the root, and then taken to the gallows and 
lianged "till lie bo dead," and all his goods were escheated to 
the Crown. 

A constable, in distraining some poor man for debt, seized a 
miserable daub of a painting, purporting to be a " portraiture " 
of his gracious majesty. On the day of sale, wishing to liasig 
tlie "portraiture" where it couid bo seen by the bidders, he 
was about to drive a nail in a beam to hang the portrait on, 
but a fiiend warned him, and he did not do it. But the matter 
came to the "reviser's" ears — -the intention was enough. Ho 
was tried and found guilty of the intention, and the King's 
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sentence was, that he should be banged till he was dead, on 
the heam where he intended to hang the "portraiture," and all 
his goods were escheated to the Crown. 

A Polish gentleman visited Scotland, and was much derided 
and ahused by the people. When he got back home he wrote 
a book, which was not very complimentary to the Scotch. 
James read it, sent an embassador to Poland, demimded the 
author, obtained him, and hung him. 

A poor lialf-witted clergyman from Scotland went to Lon- 
don, aifixed a "thesis" to St. Mary's door, setting forth that 
all Scotchmen, except liis gracious majesty and his son, should 
be driven from England. It was carried to James, and he 
ordered that the writer's i-ight Land should be stmck off, and 
then his bead, and his goods were escheated to the Crown. 

Such is a part of the chai-acter of the manager, overseer, and 
final reviser of that immaculate version, over which the five 
clergymen have wasted so mucli ink. That cold, narrow, fero- 
cious, tyrannical, and depraved mind, filled to overflowing 
with the idea that James was Kang by right divine, presided 
over the- authorised version from its inception until its publican 
tion by i-oyal authority ; and those royal liands, dripping ivith 
the blood of hundreds of innocent human beings,, gave the final 
touclies to this immaculate version, as the four clergymen con- 
sider it. And now, gentlemen, take your own pill — t!ie re- 
visers of your version were so incompetent that you cannot 
defend them, and you acknowledge their incompetency; the 
overseer and manager of the work, and iisjinal reviser, was a 
meaner tyrant than Caligula or Nero ; he was one of the most 
ferocious and seitish wretches tliat ev^ disgraced the human 
racGj he was steeped in all conceivable wickedness; and, ac- 
coi-ding to the logic you impertuiently framed for the work cf 
the Bible Union, the authorized version, made by such charac- 
ters as we have drawn from the records of liistory, betrays tlic 
existence of "stich a scheme of tampering with the Word of 
God, and abusing the credulity of his peojjlc, as richly cn- 
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titles itaelf to derision and contempt." Gentlemen of the clergy, 
shall a waiting public have the honor and pleasure of hear- 
ing from you again — -on the machineiy of making versions? 
James Edmunds, 
T. S. Bell. 
Bible Revision Jiooms, July 29, 1856. 



HOTE EEFERKED TO ON PAGE aOS. 

Father MacI-ay is made to say : that Dr. Judd was induced by Dr. 
Cone, Dr. Aimitage, and Eev. Mr. Wyckoff to relinquisli his post as aii 
editor, and become a reviser. It would be difficult to, prove that there is 
any accuracy in this statement. And the old gentleman is made to as- 
sume, that the contract for revising Matthew's gospel was for any length 
of time that Dr. Judd might clioose to loiter over it. 

But this statement is far from being accurate, as the following official 
history of these special mattera wdl show : 

At a meeting of the Boan), held May Sd, 1354, the Committeo rcpoilcd. End 
iipou their recommendation it was 

Resolved, That we authorize the Committeo on Veraions to make an arrangemeot 
with Eev. B. Judd, LL. D., to devote his timo and offcntiou exdiisi-ody to the 
liusinees of revieiou, and the paaaing of ports through the press as- Uiey shall 
sevecolly bo prepared, at a salary not to esoeed )1500 per amitim. 

In aeoordanoe with the authority given in the abovo resolution by the Board, 
the Committee on Versions, on the SMth of May, 18S4, made an arrangement with 
liira,by the adoption of the following: 

ResohieA, That we hereby agree with Bro. Judd {wlto is present, and unites in 
the agreement J that he he, and he is hereby, engiiged in the nervice of the Bible 
Union, foi- one ^ar, from and afiei- the first of June next, in accardanco with the 
reaoladon apon the suyect, adopted by the Board at its Inst meeting. 

The following report made by the Commitleo on Versions to the Board, Juue, 
IS66, presents the facts of the ca^. 

We deeply regret that we are compelled, by the statemcntt of this pamphlet, to 
puhlieli such facts in vindicatioa ot the Bible Union ; but Drs. Maclay and Judd 
force upon UB this painful neeeaaily by their defective and erroneous representation 
of the case: 

EEPOKT ON THE IHSMISSAI, OF I)K. JUDD Ai 
The Sub-Committee that was introduced to prepare a hisi 
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reasons which iiiflueuocd the CommitleB to notify him that thek coatraot with him 
WflB no longer hi force, pr<«out the foUoiving na their report! 

Your Committee feel that a clear view of all the fiwita that have a bentuig on 
the relation Dr. Judd Bust^ua to the Bible Union, as one of their revisers, is ne- 
cessary to prepare us to act in the case before us. They, therefore, Biibrnit the 
iollowii^ statement : 

Oa the 99th of October, 185a, Eev. 0. B. Judd oijoBaaed hie willingneas, iu 
wriUng, to revise the Goapels of Matthew and Mark, in counecdon with Rev. Dr. 

, for the sum of one thousand dollars for each Gospel, for the servioea of 

both revjeere. 

On the I9th of Novemher, 1852, he speoifled in writtng, one thousand dollars as 
eompeaeation for the revision of the Gospel of Matthew, the work to be done by 
himaelf. 

On the 1st day of December, 1852, the Gospel of Matthew was assigned to him 
by the Board to " revise at a oompeusation of one thousand dollars," 

Under the above contract, he was paid : 

February 10, 1853 $1C0 

Aprils... 150 

Ai^BSt 1 100 

Total.-.. 83a« 

Onihe 3d of May, 1854, the Board aulliorized (ho Committee on Versions " to make 
arrangementa with Eev. O, B. Judd to devote his time and ottention exdustnely 
to the busiuess of revision and the passiug of the parts through the press, as they 
shall severally be prepared, at a saliiryaotto exceed 31500 per annum." 

On the S4th of May, 1854, the Committee on Vecsiona aviulad themselves of the 
disocetion given to them, and Dr. Judd being present, they engird him " in the 
Kervice of the Bible Union, for one year from and after the let of Juoe neit (June 
1, 1854), in accordance with the resolutiou upon the subject adopted by the Board 

On the 3d of June, 1854, he drew §125 in advimee on this salary, and lias regu- 
larly drown his salary since ; making, in nil, the sum of three thousand dollars 
drawn on this salary 

At Dr. Judd's request, Mr. was employed to aid him in the reviaon of 

Matthew; and from January 1st, 1854 till August 1st, 1854, seven months, Ur. 
labored upon that Gospel, at the cost of the Bible Union of S58it 33. 

The aggregate of moneys thus paid to Dr. Judd, and for his aid in the revision 
of Matthew, is J3983 33. 

The reader will obaerve that this sum has been drawn from tlie Treas- 
ury of the Bible Union for three chapters of Matthew, by a gentleman 
■who originally contracted to revise the entire twenty-eig!i6 chapters for 
one thousand dollar. And in one breath Father Maclay is made to com- 
plain of the Bible Union for squandering the money entrusted to it, and 
ia another breath he is made to mourn lugubriously because the Bible 
Union would not squander its funds on Dr. Judd ! Assuredly the legs of 
the lame are never equal. Dr. Maclay is made to forget the latcs of 
Christianity, so far as to intimafo a suit-at-law on the bond. But the 
time lias past for forcing money again from the pockets of friends of the 
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Bible Union by threats of this kind. Tf Dr. Judd feels like appealing to 
Ctesar, he will be met at Caisar'a tribunal in this second effort. But again, 
respecting Ihia S3983 33, the official report says : 

For tLis Bum (he Board hna received from Brother Jodd tho first threo diaptcr^ 
of Matthew revised, anfl nothing more These were printed in September, 1855. 

On tho 5th of Fobcnary,. 1856, the Committee on Voreions appointed BrothTOn 
] oker and Sarlea » Bub-committeo, to aacertaiu the ooudiliou of tho work of onc'i 
Kcvlsar laboring in tho rooms o! the Bible TTnion, and the prospect of tho com. 
pletion of each of flieir revieioas. The commiflao addroeaed a copy of the same to 
•;aoh of tho reviacni, rocinosdng informadon upon flieSe points. Tiio othors an- 
swered promptly and satisfactorily, but Brother Judd mado no reply. 

After waiting sovarai woeka, the sub-oommitteo addressed a aeoond nolo to him, 
i-epenHT^ the requeet. 

To this note the anb.oommitloe rcoMved replies, dated March 99th, 1S5G. In 
lliese replica to Brethren Btdier and garles, he comniunioated no information [ex. 
floptivhatwaa ali-oady iatho poaseasion of tho Committee) in regard to the oondi. 
lion of his work and the prospect of its completion, hut he very unnocesearily 
occupied his own time, and the attention of the Committee, with nncaiiod for com - 
parisoas and calcnlationB about the work of other revisers. In these comparisons 
und ooloulalJonB, Dr. Judd seemed to tako it for granted, that he would be justified 
in Bpending aa much tune ou a narrative as upon an epistle of the same length ; 
m innoh time on one book aa upon Eoveral books of tbo same nomhor of pages, 
and as much time upon one author aa upon sis, provided the nnmhor of pages Is 
the same. The fallacy of those comparisons was Bo evident that the Committee 
oomudeied that it would bo a waste of time to attempt a formal refutatioiy but 
they could not fail to be struck with the inference that Dr. Judd seemed to wish 
us tc draw from hia calculations, viz., that if he spend some years longer upon Iho 
revisiona of Matthew, the Board will have noreaaonto complaiti. 

The Committee on Versions instmoted tlie snb-committee, on the 98th of April, 
I8SS, to inform Brother Judd tliat hia reply was not satisfactory, and to request 
distinot information upon tho condition of Ids reviwon and the prtBpect aa to its 
completion. His sooond letter was as unaatiBfactory as the firat. 

I'rom these letters received tVom Brother Judd, it is evident that he does not 
deaigQ to give tho committee any infiiimation about the probable time which he 
yet expects to occupy, before handing in his roviaon of Matthew. 

Oh tho 8th of May, 1856, the Chdrman of the Committee on Versions received 
the tbllowing note from the Assistant Treasurer : 

Ambricsn Bible Union Eoqms, ) 
No 350 Broome etreet, New York, May 18, 1856, S 
liev. Samuel BiitER, D,D., 

ChatTmim of tlie Committee on Versions ~ American Bible Union. 
DsAR BnoTHEn : —Our Treasurer is now absent from the city, and will not 
probably return before the close of the eusuing month. 

t notjco at the last Boaidmeetiug, that the Committee of which you are Chair- 
man eipresaed disaatis&iotion with the ptogreas, eto., of the reviser of Mattheiv. 
As oompenSBtJon in thia ease, nnder the aufliority ^ven by tho Board, requh^ the 
cpproval of the Version Committee, will yon have the goodness to communicate 
50 me my pi-opcr conrae of action in the matter. 

Very truly youra, C. A. BUCKBBE, Assistant Tremnre,: 
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Under Hume circumalanceB ttio Committeo ere eompsllod to iiivcstigalo the sdIi- 
Jeot, nnd to eipreas iheir views lo tlio Board. 

As Brollier Judd refuses to ^vo any iuformaUou about the prolmblo time of 
oomplef ing the work assigned him, the Committeo ai'e obliged to deducs that in- 
formafiou, to tholKst of their ability, &oiit Che circumstances tbut have cliamctcr- 
izod Ilia prooaedinss in revision, from Iho commencement of itia work ander a 
salary up to the present date On this subjocC, we call attention to the fallowing 

1. Notwitlffllanding the ospi-ess Btipnlniion of tiio Board, that be alionld " devolo 

parts through the proas, aa they shall aeverajly be prepared," ho did from the let 
of June, 1854 to tho 1st of January, 1855, — seven monthaof the lime in which 
lie drew his full salary as a reviser — edit and publish the New Yoik Chronicle, 
and keep its pecuniary accounts, 

S. During the last sis months, Brother Jndd is known to have occupied a 
largo portion of his time and attention ui other invesUgatlona than these con- 
nected with the rovirion of Matthew, OJid to luive had his mind deeply nhaerbcd 
and excited oa other subjects, aa has been dearly ruauifeated at tho moctiiiga of 
the Committee of Inquiry, and at tho meetings of our Board. Tour Conunitteo 
consider it ahselutely imposaiblo for a man who suffers so much of Lis time lo be 
thus employed, aad Ms miod to he so mnoh eioiled aud absorbed in ether matters, 
to "devote his time and attention exchisivdy to tho work of revision." 

3. Your Committee ore painfnUy impreased with the canviction that Dr. Judd. 
by suffering his mind to bo bo much eicited and absorbed in other matters, in a 
great measure unfits himself for his work as a reviser. The oiroular which he 
saw fit to publisii, caUiug in question Iho Beta of tbe Board and of the Com- 
mittee oa Versions, and whicli he has circulated among friends and fooa, and tho 
spirit exhibited in his correspondence, as in the letters before ua, evince his con- 
dition of mind, and show the want ef that calm composure which cbaracterizes 
a mind all ef whose powers are acting in sweot harmony under the influeaea of 
the Divine Spirit. We remind our revisers, in the action of our Board, of their 
need of "the sanctifying presence nnd power of the Holy Spirit," and of their 
duty to pray for the ''promised indwelling and gnidanco of the Holy Spirit;" but 
iliHt heavenly guest will not take np its abode in a miud disturbed in its depth by 
its iadignaut tbeiinga, or thrown out of its composure by the tumult of inwajii 
agitation. The busineas of revision requires entire abatraotion from other pursuits, 
aud the quiet and calm devotion ef tiie mind to study ; while a mind conaiantiy 
eicited and absorbed in other matters is unfitted for thia work, and indisposed for 
prayer and the enjoyment of that aid of the Spu'it which ia necessary in revising 
the Seriptuces. 

4. WhUe Dr. Jndd refuses to give tho committee any information inregard to 
what are the prospeots as to the time of tho completion ef his work, and pleads 
his inability to do so, it should be home in mind, that as long i^ oa flio lat of 
August, 1833, he seems honestly to have believed that one third of hla whole work 
waa done ; for ho then drew from the treasury a litfle more than a thkd of the sum 
for which he bod conh'acted to do the whole wovk. If he did not believe iA«n that 
one third of bis whole work waa done, ho had no right to draw $35U (more tlian 
one third of what was to be paid Ihr the whole work) fVom the treasury. If he did 
believe it, ia it not stran;^ that at this period, when so much time has elapsed 
since, and when for two yenra ha haa been omplcyed nndec a stipulation that ha 
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should dcTOte hia time aud attention exdushd^ to this work, and has been draw- 
ing a Ba!ary of f 150U a-year, the completion of the other two thirds of fha work is 
etiH 80 far in the distance that ita length can not be menBiu-ed, or even the proba- 
ble time of the completion of the work ascertained ? The one tliird of the work 
coat the Blbla Union $3W ; the other two thirds ha^e aJi'eady cost the Bible Union 

S3633 33, and the end of it ean not be seen yet. The aid of Mr for sereii 

monUis, in addition to tJio two years' labor, has failed to secure thia end. 

Such is tlie history ef the conneetion of Bro. Juiid with the Bible Union as one 
of its roviaers ! aiid influenced by Ibe oonsideraliona presented in this report, an 
the Board left it to the discretion of the Committee on Voraons to contract for the 
sei'viccs of Dr. Jodd ; and as the committee, acting under the instructions of tiie 
Board, oontracted for his aorvioes " for one yeai' " only, and na a second year has 
jnst espired, the committee felt it to be their duty to notify Dr. Judd that their 
flontraot with him is no longGi' in force, and instructed their chairman to give bim 
notice to that effect. 

SiMtlEI, BiKEIi, 

J. W. Saklee, 

In one of liis letters to the aub-oommitteo, Dr. Judd makca free to enter into a 
lengthened discuEmon of the compurntire remuneration recoivod by himself »n<I 
the reviser of the last six books of the New Testament, which so preverts true 
history, and reasons so sophistically, that it ia necessary to aay a word or two 
in paeaing For inatanco,.be tesumcs that the work he has dono on Matthew's 
Gospel was fally equal in labor to all tliat this reviser had accomplished in the 
service of Uie Biblo Union, and eouseqnenlly, that he was entitled to equal remu- 
neration. It is but necGssai? to say, that the rovisei' of the last eix books of the 
Hew Testament had completed bis work, up to this time, in the following order ; 
First, lie had given in the first ^e hooks of the sis, and had odil«d them vhilo 
passing flirongls the press Thon ho proceeded to complete the Book ot Revelation, 
and went over the five published books tlie sooond time, with the «d of criticiEiOB 
from many living scbolms, and a much lai^:cr apparatus of critical works, and saw 
the five books timjugh the press in a second edition, twice the siae of the first in 
point of philological notea and authorities, in comiectioD with thepnblioation of this 
revision of the Boveladon, Besides this, the same reviser had finished his cevisiou 
of the first and second Epistles to the Theesaloniaus, and put them tlHough the press, 
njid had nearly finished his revision of the first Epislle of Peter, which he has since 
OTmplotfld. Now, the absurdity of Dr Judd'a claim, in thia respect will appeal' 
lit once, when wo state Hint all that the Union has ever received &om him, as a 
reviser is the first three chaptora of the Gospel according to Matthew, and hia 
labor in aaperintendiug their printing. But add to this the con^deratiou that the 
difficult of f mnslating a Scripture narrative are not comparable to those to bo 
measured in translating an epistle , tliat the labor of mastering the stylo of Matthew 
is smoll compared with that of mastering the several styles of Peter and Paul and 
Judo and John and the very peculiar style of John in the Book of Revelation ; and 
that the proaont condition of the o^nal test of tlie Book of Bovelation presents 
innnmerable mora difficultiea than that of Matthew. He was equally wrong, ui 
point of labor, in comparing hia tranelorion of the three chapters of Matthew with 
that of other revisers who had gone through whole epiBfJee. In any comparison, 
fhorefore, justly made, with all the faets beforo the mind, it wdll bo seen that he 
lias nw^ived far mora for bis labors tliai! any other reviser. 
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This history ie closed by the following i-eso!uliouB, adopted July 2, 1856. It is 
BiiiBcient to add, that Dr. Jndd iatuuated to the Board, in person, his pnipoeo not 
ttt deliver tho manuBCriplfl deaoribed in the reeoluliona , and it was upon this inti- 
mation that tho rceolntLous were passed. They were forthwith cominunicntcd to 
him in writiEg, End an official written application made for the raauneevipls. but 
he peisiElB in retaining them. 

"Wheheas, We are informed by Mr fbat the manuscript revision of the 

iu'Bt fourteen chaplerB of Matthew, inode hy him for the Board of the American 
Bible Union, while m its employ, is now in tlie bands of Eev. O. B. Judd; and 

we are infcirmed that Mr has apphed for U to Bro. Judd, and been waoMe 

to obtain It, and tokereas, this taamiscript having been made sold^ at the expeiiac 
ofihe TIaum, by tii£ aid of its hbrary, at Us rooms, and wHk materials fjirmshsd 
by it, bdongt, of right, ezetusivdg to the Board of the American Blile Untoa, and 
is Tieeded in the proeecutitm of his work ; — therefore. 

Resolved, That the Corresponding Secretary he instmoted to make written ap- 
plieotion to Bro. Judd for the mannseript revision, now in his poesesBion. of tlie 

first fourteen ohopferB of Matthew, made by Mr. for the Boai'd of the 

American Bible Union, and for wliich he has reeeived from tlie Board the eiun of 
$583 33. 

And whereas, Bro. Jndd cetoins the raannaci'ipt revision of tho Gospel of Mat. 
thew, made by bimself for the Board of the American Biblo Union while in its 
employ ; and whereas, this manneoript having heon made boIhI j at the espenae of 
the Board, and in lis rooma, and with materials fmaished by it, and witli the aid 
of its library, belongs, of right and esclnsively to the Boord of tbe Amei'ioon Bible 
Union, and is npedod in tho prosecution of the work -, —therefore, 

Resolved, That the Con'esponding Secretary bo instructed to mate written np- 
piioalion to Brotlier Jndri for tho mnnnsoript revision of Mattlicw, made by him 
fur Iho Board of (lie American Bible Union, and for which he received from Hiis 
Board the sum of 83350. 

After tlib clear and satisfactory history of Dr. JnJd's contracts, and 
his extraordinary course in relation to tliem, the reader can be at no loss 
to ascertain from whence came the idea that Dr. Judd could devote anj- 
numher of years he might choose to Matthew's narrative, and draw ftl25 
per month, for an indefinite period of time, from the treasury of the 
Bible Union. And it is from such accusers, that the charge of squander- 
ing is made against the Bible Union 1 If all the employees of the Bible 
Union had acted in this way, the Treasury of tlie United Statea conld not 
iiave met tie demands ; and the age of Methuselah would not have been 
sufBeiect for the completion of the work of revision. Drs. Maclay and 
Judd are admirable lecturers opon the economies of the Bible Union. 
Father Maclay has talten a heavy load on his shoulders in undertaking, 
at his age, to carry Dr. Judd through his own unprovoked warfai'e upon 
the cause of Eevision. 
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APPENDIX. 



BIBLE BEVKION. 

The following article was, as the reader may perceive, 
Tvi'itten for tlie Nashville Christian Advocate, the editor of 
wliich declined pablishing it. It was sent to the Bible Revi- 
sion Association, and placed at our disposal, and we ebeerfully 
plaLC it Ijefore ilie readers of this Discussion. 

James Edmuni^. 
1\ S. Beli„. 



To TIM Nas 

Me. Editor : — Aa you liave published ao mucli in opposi- 
tion to tlie "Revision" of the Scriptures by the "American 
Bible Union," I feel aiure fi-om the knowledge I have of yonr 
candor and couiiesy, that you will also admit into your i^aper 
something in its favor, and that, too, by one who claims to be 
a "Methodist minister, " but by no means a "distinguished" 
one. If you send iovth into the world the- criticisms of those 
who judge of that performance from what has been "told" 
them, you cei-tainly will not i-efuse a place to a few remarks 
ti-om one who has read mth the utmost care nearly every vei-se 
issued by tliat society hitherto, comparing it with King James's 
ti-anslation and the original, and weighing, well every reason 
assigned in the notes for the alterations tliat have been made. 

You ai-e awai-e that, besides nearly all the book of Job, six 
books of the Neiv Testament were published some time ago, 
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with tliia notice prefixed : "This revision is not final. It is 
circulated in the expectation that it will he subjected to a 
thorough criticism, in ordei- that its imperfections, whatever 
they are, may be disclosed and coixected." I have been in the 
liabit for more that twenty years of using diffei-ent vei-sions 
both of the Old and New Testament, collating them with the 
ori^nals and King James's translation, with a sincere desire 
to ascertain the exact sense of the Spirit of God in every pas- 
sage, divesting myself as much as possible of aU prepossessions 
and prejudice, and I am eonsti'ained to declare that the version 
hitherto issued by the "Bible Union," so far as it goes, is most 
decidedly and conspicuously superior to them all. This my 
judgment and conscience would compel me to acknowledge, 
even if it had proceeded from the Shakers or Mormons. 

The "Bible Union" may have set out with a wrong motive 
and an unjustifiable intention. The desire to make it appear 
that "immersion" is the only legitimate mode of introducing 
persons into Christ's Chnrch may have given rise to it ; but 
wliatever may have been its design in the beginning, I am well 
convinced tliat if it publish the i-emainder of the Sacred Books 
with the same fidelity and scrupulous adherence to the original 
observed hitliei-to, it will confer an incalculable benefit on the 
many millions who use the English language throughout the 
world. I speak not of the other vei-sions published by this 
society in French, Italian, &c., for the simple reason that I 
have not examined them; having i-ead somewhere that "He 
who anawcretli a matter before he lieareth it, it is folly and 
sliame unto him." Pei'sons who have not read a single chap- 
ter of the "revision," nay, some who hwe not seen it, have 
raised and are daily raismg, a senseless hue and ciy against it. 
This is unwise, unjust, and, raoieovei, unchai-itabk and un- 
christian. They are impeaching the moti-\ es ot tho^e engaged 
in the work, taxing them with ignorance bigotiy m-dice, &c, 
without any knowledge whatever of the individuals. Surely 
it is "folly find shame" unto those who do so. Now, aftt^r. 
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having, as already stated, perused moat scrutiaizingly all tliat 
has yet feeca printed, nearly seven books, I am nttei'ly unable 
to determine to what denomination of Christians the translators 
belong. One writer stigmatises them as " New Version Tink- 
ers." Tinkers, indeed! I think I can jiidge by a man'fi 
writings whether he is a scholar or not; and if tlie gentlemen 
who have given us these seven books in English di-ess are not 
aeholars, and accnrate, thorough, profound sclioJai's, I Iniow not 
in what country we ai-e to find such. " The works tliat tiiey 
do bear witness for them ; " and, according to the highest au- 
thority, this testimony ought to satisfy all. Bnt ignorance 
and bigotry are both very unreasonable things, and it is use- 
leas for any man or society of men to aim at quieting their 
clamor. 

These translators, too, liave evidently availed tliemselves 
of every aid, consulting not only all the English vei-sioiis from 
Tyndal's down to the present day, but those made in many 
other languages also, as Syriac, Ethiopie, Slavonic, Dutch, 
Cieiinan, Spanisli, Itahan, Fi-ench, &c., besides all the lexieo- 
gi'aphera and gi-ammarians of any note. They frequently re- 
fer to Clarke and Wesley as authorities for some of the cliauges 
made. Who that i-eads the Bible in the original language 
does not know that a revision is imperatively, absolutely de- 
manded? I venture the assertion that there is hai'dly a para- 
graph in our common English Bible, from the fii-st cliapter of 
Genesis to the last of Revelation, that is not capable of amend- 
ment. The version was good for the age in which it ivas exe- 
(;uted, but it is veiy far from being so now. Who can for a 
moment believe that no progress has been made in biblical 
criticism, in the space of nearly two hundred and fifly years ? 
Th. Adam Clarke tells us that this science was, in King James's 
time, "in its infancy, if indeed it had begun to exist." Who- 
f!vei- has read his commentary with care has found tliousands 
of eon-ections of the common version, and no very civil epithets 
;'.p})!ied to many of the passages so corrected: such as '-noii- 
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